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TEXAS.

Frank L. Irwin to be postmaster at Terrell, Tex., in place of
Francis M. Barton, deceased.

Luther B. Johnson to be postmaster at Celina, Tex. Office
became presidential January 1, 1909.

WEST VIBGINTIA.

William J. Crutcher to be postmaster at Holden, W. Va.
Office became presidential April 1, 1908,

Lancey W. Dragoo to be postmaster at Smithfield, W. Va., in
place of Ezra A. Edgell. Incumbent’s commission expired April
12, 1908.

Mary IHateley to be postmaster at Follansbee, W. Va. Office
became presidential January 1, 1909.
CONFIRMATIONS,
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 2, 1909.
CoxNsuLs.

Henry P. Coffin to be consul at Mazatlan, Mexico.

Augustus E. Ingram to be consul at Bradford, England.

Marion Letcher to be consul at Acapulco, Mexico.

George B. McGoogan to be consul at Progreso, Mexico.

George H. Scidmore to be consul at Kobé, Japan.

AssociATE JusticE SUPREME Courr NEw MEXICO.

Alford W. Cooley to be associate justice of the supreme court
of the Territory of New Mexico.
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS,

Charles B. Elliott to be associate justice of the supreme court
of the Philippine Islands.

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF NAVIGATION IN THE NAVY.

Rear-Admiral William P. Potter fo be Chief of the Bureau of

Navigation in the navy.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Capt. Herbert Winslow to be a rear-admiral in the navy.

Commander William Braunersreuther to be a captain in the

vy.
St POSTMASTERS,

ALABAMA,
George W. McFall, at Shefiield, Ala.
ARKANSAS.
Richard P. Chitwood, at Magazine, Ark.
OHIO,

Howard B. Jameson, at Dalton, Ohio.
Solomon Rouseculp, at Thornville, Ohio.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, June 3, 1909.

The Senate met at 10.30 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved.

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIM.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting
the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed under the act
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims, set out in
the findings of the court relating to the vessel schooner Friend-
ship, Patrick Drummond, master (8. Doe. No. 78), which, with
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on
Claims and ordered to be printed. L

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. DEPEW presented memorials of Local Union No. 11, of
Buffalo; of Local Union No. 17, of Syracuse; of Local Union
No. 189, of Ticonderoga ; and of Local Union No. 130, of Water-
toin, all of the International Brotherhood of Stationary Fire-
men; of the Board of Education of Fort Edward; of members
of the Brooklyn Citizen composing-room chapel of Brooklyn;
of the stereotypers, pressmen, and mailers of the Star Gazette,
of Elmira; of the compositors, stereotypers, and pressmen of
the Troy Record, of Troy; of Local Union No. 20, of Piercefield ;
of Local Union No. 5, of Ticonderoga ; and of Local Union No. 1,
of Fort Edward, of the International Brotherhood of Pulp,
Sulphite, and Paper Mills Workers, all in the State of New
York, remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on print
paper and wood pulp, which were ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of members of the Martin B.
Brown Company book chapel, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying that
print paper and wood pulp be put on the free list, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bath, Pem-
broke, Wellsville, Pavilion, Newstead, Hammondsport, I’enn
Yan, Phelps, Akron, Stanley, Branchport, Oakfield, Romulus,
Victory, Mount Morris, Syracuse, Holley, Troy, Hornell, and
Canandaigua, all in the State of New York, praying for the
restoration of the duty on foreign oil productions, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of Oakland, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made
to enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to secure a
valuation of all railroad property in the United States, which
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of General George Washington
Council, No. 49, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of
Fresno, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit
the immigration into the United States of all Asiatics, except
merchants, students, and travelers, which was referred to the
Committee on Immigration.

BILL INTRODUCED,

A bill was introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. DIXON:

A bill (8. 2523) for the establishment of a new land district
in Chouteau County, State of Montana; to the Committee on
Public Lands.

THE TARIFF.

Thé VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed,
and the calendar is in order.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend-
ing amendment.

Mr. NELSON. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quornm.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Aldrich Clarke, Ark. Foster Penrose
Bacon Clay Frye Perkins
Beverldge Crane Gallinger Piles
Bradley Culberson Hale Scott
Brandegee Cullom Hughes Smith, Mich.
Bristow Cummins Kean Smoot
Brown Curtls La Follette Stone
Bulkeley Daniel Lodccse Sutherland
Burkett Depew MeCumber Taylor
Burnham Dick Martin Tillman
Burrows Dillingham Nelson Warner
Burton Dixon Nixon
Carter Dolliver Oliver
Clark, Wyo. Flint Page

Mr. PILES. My colleague [Mr. JoxEes] is necessarily absent

for a short time this morning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Keax in the chair).
three Senators have answered to their names.
Senate is present.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Sen-
ate and of the chairman of the Committee on Finance to the fact
that we were informed the other day that the committee had in
contemplation a further report on the paragraph relating to
wood pulp and print paper. I wondered if we could have some
idea this morning of the character and tenor of that contem-
plated amendment.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the committee have not ar-
rived at any definite conclusion with reference to that matter.
My impression is that the rate which the committee will report
will be above the House rate and below the existing law; but
that is as definite a statement as I am able to make at this
moment,

Mr. BROWN. I simply desired to know for the reason that I
myself have in contemplation an amendment to the paragraph.
I give notice now to the committee that I intend to propose an
amendment putting wood pulp and print paper on the free list,
and I expect to submit some reasons in support of that amend-
ment. ~

Mr, ALDRICH. The committee will report an amendment as
soon as possible to that paragraph. I realize that it is a matter
of great public interest. The Senator can rest assured that the
report of the committee will be within the limits which I have
suggested.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish to interpose at this point
to say a few words about a matter which I deem important. I
tried to get the floor yesterday for this purpose, but could not,

Fifty-
A quorum of the

and so I avail myself of this opportunity.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO *




1909.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2679

Last Saturday during a half acrimonious debate in the Sen-
ate, growing out of an effort made by several Senaters to have
a certain report relating to German wages furnished by the
German Government to our State Department sent to the Sen-
ate and printed for the use of the Senate, the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. Avprica], among other things, said:

It is the first time in the history of the United States, 1 assume,
when a foreign government has undertaken to send through diplomatic
channels to the United States anonymous testimony of manufaeturers
to answer statements made before a committee of Congress.

A little later on the same day, during the course of the de-
bate, the Senator further said:

If T were not afraid of saying something which might be considered
harsh, I would say that the attempt on the part of the resentatives
of any government or the manufacturers of any country to influenee the
legislation of this Congress in this way is, to say the l':ut, impertinent.

Mr. President, when the Senator from Rhode Island madeé
these somewhat petulant and extraordinary declarations every
one here took notice, and I think everyone regarded his utter-
ances as impeolitie, if not impolite. The Senator from Rhode
Island is known everywhere——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is impossible for me to
lLear the Senator from Missouri. I hear my name mentioned
occasionally, but I can not hear what the Senator is saying.

Mr. STONE. I wish the Senator to hear what I am about
to say, for this I know is frue.

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume the statement the Senator is mak-
ing is true.

Mr. STONE. There were statements made by the Senator
that were incorrect. The Senator from Rhode Island is every-
where known as one of the great leaders, if not, indeed, the
leader in chief, of the majority party as represented in the Sen-
ate. These remarkable utterances, therefore, naturally at-
tracted attention, both here and abroad, and I am not surprised
that the German Government and people have taken notice of
them and have felt offended because of them. I desire to read
the following cablegram printed widely throughout the country
on yesterday:

Berrix, June 1.

The charge made at Washington by various American Senators that
the German Government was endeavo to influence tariff legislation

in the United States supplying official information reg wages,
which, utgon examination, proved them to be much ﬂm&u the
wages attributed to German manufactwrers in the h g before the
Ways and Means Committee, has caused a disagreeable impression in
governmental offices here. This is especially the case at the ministry
of the interior and the foreign office, where the information in question
was pm&ned, in reply to a request sent in by the State Department.

The German Government has been subjected during the t two
months to attacks by German trade journals for having supplied America
with German secrets. This knowledge of German wa, it is
alleged, made it possible to adjust the new tariff to a level wﬁe Ger-
man goods could not be exported to the United States. An abstract of
the foreign office’s communication, thrmgh Ambassador Hill, to the
State Department was cabled from here March 29 and was reproduced
in the German newspapers. It brought out savage attacks on the Gov-
ernment for ylel to *“ the impudent demands of the Yankees.”

The State Department, in formulating its request.h sent through Am-
bassador Hill,* understood to have emphasized the point that Ger-
many's advantage hg in supplying trustworthy information with rd
to wages go that the United States could frame its tariff schedules
equitably. Otherwise, it was argued, Germany could not complain if
erroneous information was used as a basis. This request was received
December 10, and was made the subject of a communication to the
Federated States of Germany, each of which ultimately obtained the
information desired from the official chambers of commeree. The mass
of reports was first collated In the ministry of the interior and then in
the trade division of the foreign office. t transmitted about March

.. It was
27, and arrived at Wa n about April 8, be ! licate,
both throngh Ambasaagﬁ?ﬁﬂl by g T Bé”,ﬁgﬁ}‘éﬁ",’_‘“‘h@emﬁ
o er:pum ‘here that tgt two months the material
:ipt House, it must have been plgem:.l:u.)lm:lfm i e
German officials have been enduring attacks at home, but they are
at the aceusation from Am that they aeted stmnge‘y in
mmlilﬁng with the request of the American Government, The matter
is likely to come up in the Reichstag.

Thus it will be seen that this indictment by the Senator from
Rhode Island directed against the German Government has
%used a disagreeable impression in governmental offices in

rlin.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator desires to be absolutely ac-
curate, as I am sure he does, and if he rereads my statement,
he will see that I made no charges against the German Govern-
ment. I was talking about German manufacturers who were
furnishing infermation here and whose names were kept from
us, with no means of verifying the information received and
information furnished us, with the express understanding that
it was not to be used in the enforeement of our customs laws.
The Senator may himself consider of value information fur-
nished by manufacturers whose names are withheld, and fur-
nished with a distinet understanding that the information was

not to be used in the enforcement of our laws. The Senator
can put whatever value he pleases upon that information.

Mr, STONE. The Senator will pardon me——

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no question about the German Gov-
ernment involved here, The German Government forwarded
this information, but forwarded it under two express condi-
tions. One was that the names should not be disclosed. The
other was that we could not use the cost of any preduction to
raise the invoice values of merchandise imported into the United
States contrary to our laws.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss, nor do
I intend to discuss, the value of this report. I shall certainly
do what the Senater graciously says I may do—attach such
importance as I please to the report, if I ever have a chance to
see it. My purpose in rising at this time was to give the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island an exeuse and opportunity to make an
explanation, which I think is due from him.

Mr. ALDRICH. I stand upon the statement which I made
before, and if the Senator sees fit to make any kind of——

Mr. STONE. I will read what the Senator said, He sng-
gested that I should read it. I have read it already, but I will
read it again. The Senator said:

If T were not afraid of saying something which might be considered
harsh, I would say that the attempt on the part of the representatives
of any {ywummt or the manufacturers in any country to influence the
legislation of this Congress in this way is, to say the least, impertinent.

That is what he said.

Mr. ALDRICH. I stand by that.

Mr. STONH. The Senator stands by it, and yet here is, in
effect, a charge that what was done by the German Gevernment
was done to influence legislation here, and he characterized it
as impertinent,

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I repeat——

Mr. STONE. T say—

Mr, ALDRICH. I repeat that any attempt on the part of
any government at any time to influence the legislation of
Congress upon tariff matters is impertinent. I say that of
any such attempt. I do net say that the German Government
has made any such attempt in this case; but I say, if it has, it
would be impertinent, or if any government makes that attempt
it would be impertinent.

I will say further that an attempt to influence the legislation
of Congress by furnishing anonymous statements which can not
be used by the Government itself for the enforcement of its own
laws is a thing whieh should be deprecated by every Senator
of the United States, whatever may be his views upon this
question.

Mr. STONE. I agree, everyone must agree, that if a foreign
government should of its own motion seek to interpose in our
domestic affairs with a view to influencing legislation here or
to influencing the administraton of our Iaws, it would be worse
than mere impertinence. But when the Senator made that re-
mark we had before the Senate at that time and were discuss-
ing this very report.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, we were not only discussing
this report, but a large number of other communications which
had been received by the Finanee Committee from the represent-
atives of various governments. We were not discussing the
German situation alone by any means,

Mr. STONE. I beg to differ——

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, the Senator can differ as much as——

Mr. STONE. I do differ on the faets.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am speaking of the facts.

Mr. STONE. No; the Senator may think be is, but he is not.

Mr. ALDRICH. I had in mind ne particular thing in con-
neetion with this matter by the German Government. I did
not say that the German Government was trying to influence
tariff legislation; but I said (and when the statements are
printed the Senator will see for himself) these manufaeturers
whose names are withheld were trying to answer testimony
given before the Ways and Means Committee of the House for
the purpese of influencing the action of Congress.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I repeat, the one thing before
the Senate at that time in question was the report transmitted
to our State Department through diplomatic channels by the
German Government. We were not discussing anything else,
The Senator from Rhode Island, somewhere in the course of
his remarks, and, as I recall it, after he had made the state-
ment I have guoted, did say that other reports of like kind
from other governments had been sent to the committee,

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Mr. President

Mr. STONE. But that was a mere statement in the course
of debate.

Mr. ALDRICH. There can be no question about my position
in this matter. I said then, and now repeat, that any attempt
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.on the part of any government, whoever it may be, to influence
the tariff legislation of the United States is impertinent, and
I repeat it with all the emphasis at my command.

. Mr. STONE. Of course, the remark of the Senator from
Rhode Island, to which I am adverting asan “ impertinence,” was
made, necessarily, with reference to the matter then before the
Senate, and to nothing else.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I had no such purpose. I
had absolutely nothing of the kind in my mind. I was discuss-
ing the abstract proposition as to the interference of any gov-
ernment by any methods as to our tariff legislation,

I did and I will now so characterize the attempt of the Ger-
man manufacturers, whose names are withheld, to furnish in-
formation to answer statements made before the Ways and
Means Committee for the purpose of influencing tariff legisla-
tion given under such circumstances, when there is no way of
ascertaining the correctness of the information they furnished and
given with the express provision that it should not be used to
punish those same importers for undervaluation at our ports.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I have no wish to press the Sena-
tor unduly ; and if he intends what he has =said to be in explana-
tion and in effect a withdrawal of the charge of impertinence
against the German Government, and if he means to assure the
Senate that he did not intend by what he said to offend the
German Government or its representatives, I am willing to leave
it there and drop the matter.

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr, President, there was nothing in the lan-
guage used or in anything connected with the statement that
would lead any reasonable man to suppose that I intended an
affront to the German Government. That is ridiculous and
absurd; and I think that that idea could find lodgment in no
gan’s mind, unless the Senator from Missouri has that impres-

on.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I did have that impression, and
I have it yet. -

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. STONE. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina.

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to ask whether the document which
is causing this discussion has been printed? It was ordered to
be printed, I think, on Monday last. It surely does not take
all this time to translate it, unless it is very voluminous.

Mr. ALDRICH. It was sent by the Committee on Finance to
the State Department with the request that it should be trans-
lated.

Mr. STONE. It has not yet been translated here, but I do
not want to start that discussion. It has not been translated.

Mr. ALDRICH. But that is not the fault of the Finance
Committee.

Mr. STONE. That is not the question in hand, and, if the
Senator from South Carolina will pardon me, I had rather not
be diverted by a discussion on that subject.

Repeating, I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island that
I not only had the impression he deprecates, but it seems that
the same impression prevailed in official eircles in Germany.
The dispatch I have read informs us that this disagreeable im-
pression is especially manifest at the ministry of the interior
and the foreign office, one of which prepared the information
and the other of which transmitted it, through the American
‘ambassador, to Washington.

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to state that the senior Senator from
New York [Mr. DErEw] made a speech, in which he said that this
information was sent here voluntarily. I asked him where he
got such information, and he said he was told so.

Mr. STONE. I remember that, and I expected to refer to it
later. ’

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated in my remarks that the information
was sent _at the request of the American ambassador at Berlin
to the Finance Committee, transmitting certain statements in
German for the information of that committee. Those state-
ments reached the Finance Committee about the middle of
April. I sent at once to the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics
for a man to come up and see what was the nature of these
statements.

Mr. STONE. The Senator has stated that before.

Mr. ALDRICH. Let me go on a little further. A part of
these documents reached the committee about the middle of
April and another part about the 10th of May, just about twenty
days ago. In the meantime the Senator from Missouri, who
seems in some way, in this matter, to be the accredited repre-
sentative of the German Government—I do not know what else
he is—made certain statements as to what those——

Mr. STONE. That statement, I will say, is an impertinence.

Mr. ALDRICH., Well, let me say why I think so.

Mr. STONE. Yes.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri——

Mr. STONE. It is worse than an impertinence.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri, in the ccurse
of the discussion, made certain statements, that these documents
contained information of this nature. He read here a state-
ment from the Assistant Secretary of State, or the Acting Sec-
retary of State, that the statement presented by him was a
correct transeript of the document which had been furnished
the Finance Committee.

Mr. STONE. That part of it =

Mr. ALDRICH. That part of it. How the Secretary of
State and the Senator from Missouri knew what was in that
statement I can not even guess——

Mr. STONE. I will inform the Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. For the only copy which was received by
the State Department was sent to the Finance Committee, and
was in their possession. How could the Secretary of State
know that it was a correct transeript, or how could the Senator
from Missouri know what was in that document? The Senator
appears this morning and reads, not from any official statement
of the German Government, but from a newspaper report, that
Germany is aggrieved, and he calls upon me—I do not know in
whose behalf he makes the demand—to retract the statement
which I made about the impertinence of any government com-
ing here and trying to influence tariff legislation. Now, the
Senator from Missouri can explain to himself, or to anybody
else, if he wants to, why he takes such great interest in this
matter, and why he does not let the German Government, if
they are aggrieved, notify our Government through the usual
diplomatic channels,

Mr. STONE. So, Mr. President, the Senator says that it ap-
pears to him that I am in some way representing the German
Government.

Mr. ALDRICH.
know——

Mr. STONE. The Senator must permit me to proceed.

Mr. ALDRICH. All right.

Mr. STONE. The Senator made a statement he had no
right to make. I am an American Senator, representing Amer-
ican interests, and I resent a statement of the kind he has
made. To characterize it mildly, it is a gross impertinence.

The Senator says he does not know how I obtained the in-
formation. He ought to know, for only the other day he asked
me hére on the floor where I got information of this German
report, and I told him how I got it, and when and from whom.
That is in the Recorp of that day. Therefore there is abso-
lutely no excuse for his statement respecting that matter. He
says I call upon him to retract. I do not; but if I did, it
would be because I do not think, under the circumstances of
this case, the Senator should have offered an unprovoked affront
to a great and friendly power.

Mr, ALDRICH., Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. STONE., Well, I can not refuse to yield, but I would
rather proceed.

Mr, ALDRICH. I certainly have no desire to interrupt the
Senator, except with his consent,

Mr, STONE. I will yield.

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis-
souri, in all good faith, suppose this question was reversed;
suppose that certain manufacturers or producers of the United
States, interested, as they all are, very greatly in the German
tariff, for the German tariff is the one tariff of all others that
affects our great exportations of meat products and all of our
agricultural products; suppose the people engaged in the rais-
ing of cattle and in the production of agricultural products
should undertake to send statements, not verified by their
names, to the German Reichstag when that body had under
consideration a German tariff, with an express agreement that
it should not be used by the German Government and that
the names should not be disclosed, what do you think the Kaiser
would say of that kind of interference on the part of the Ameri-
can manufacturers?

Mr. STONE. Mr, President, that is a different question.
However, I will say that if the German foreign office had sent
a request to our State Department for information as to our
industries, and our State Department had sent out to the best
sources of information available, and which it deemed the most
reliable and trustworthy, and thus obtained statistics and then
collated them, and afterwards transmitted them to the German
Government with a request that the names of informants should
not be used, I do not think that any member of the German
parliament or any minister of the German Government would

Well, Mr. President, I should like to
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have denounced the action as an impertinence on the part of
the Government of the United States.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

‘Mr. STONE. I do.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as to the statement now made
by the Senator from Missouri there is no question; and I cer-
tainly would not have undertaken to criticise the statements
which were sent to us if they had simply furnished facts with-
out reference to legislation which was going on in the United
States; but these gentlemen were not satisfied with furnishing
facts, they undertook to answer statements and to deny state-
ments made by American producers with a view of influencing
our legislation. That is what I am objecting to, and that is
where the impertinence in this case comes in. I have as great
admiration for the German people and for their great Emperor
as any man can possibly have. Nobody on the face of the earth,
no government on the face of the earth has ever——

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I want to be courteous, but I
can not——

Mr. ALDRICH. All right; go ahead.

Mr, STONE. I can not yield the floor entirely.

Mr. ALDRICH. All right.

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Rhode Island stated here
Jast Saturday—I am not sure but that he has repeated it this
morning—that he did not know what was in that German re-
port, as it had not been translated.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I stated on several occasions
that an abstract of the nature of these various statements was
made by the experts of the Department of Commerce and Labor
for the committee. That is all of the knowledge I have about it.

Mr. STONE. Yes; but the Senator also first made the other
statement.

Mr. President, this is a regrettable circumstance. It is to be
regretted that any Senator, and especially one holding a posi-
tion of such prominence as the Senator from Rhode Island, and
a Senator so widely known and of such large influence, should
have so far forgotten himself and so far forgotten the pro-
prieties, however great the immediate exigency, as to offend a
friendly government in so gross a manner and with so little
provocation. Indeed, this offense of his is without provocation.
The German Government was not guilty of any “ impertinence ”
or impropriety. The German Government is represented by
gentlemen of great ability, learning, and experience, and who
understand the proprieties of international intercourse as well
as we or as well as any people in the world. They would have
been among the last to officiously obtrude themselves upon mat-
ters relating purely to our domestic concern and which ad-
dressed themselves solely to our judgment and our national
policy. And they did nothing of that kind. So far from that,
it has now become well demonstrated that our own Government,
acting through the State Department, several months ago in-
structed our ambassador at the German court to request the
German Government for authentic information as to the amount
of wages paid in different industries in the German Empire.
Since this charge was made here by the Senator from Rhode
Island, the German ambassador at Washington, Count von
Bernstorff, in defense of his Government, has given out the fol-
lowing statement:

As I understand it, the American ambassador in Berlin last December
requested my government to have the German Chamber of Commerce

rovide certaln information concerning German wages for the Ways and
Kieans Committee of the House of ﬁe resentatives. Accordingly this
information was provided and sent to the State Department. is s,
so far as I know, the only connection Germany had with the matter.

And =o it seems, Mr, President, that our own officials, desiring
to obtain information upon this important subject for the use
of the House and Senate committees, and, I assume, also for
the use of the Congress itself, requested the German Govern-
ment to furnish the very information in question. We were
about to engage upon the important business of making a new
tariff law, and I presume that this information was asked for
to be used for what it might be worth when the committees of
Congress and the Congress itself should engage in the prepara-
tion and enactment of this legislation. The German Govern-
ment did not thrust itself upon us; all they did was to courte-
ously and obligingly comply with our request. The data, what-
ever it is, was prepared under the eye of the German interior
department, was then delivered to the German foreign office,
and thereafter turned over to our ambassador by the German
foreign minister. The ambassador in turn transmitted it to our
State Department at Washington, and the Secretary of State
later on put it into the hands of the Finance Committee. That
is all there is to it, so far as the German Government is con-
cerned. With these facts before us, it is amazing that a great

T A e gt e R S P e o Sl X ol DN e

Senator should stand on the floor of this Chamber and use the
language he did, substantially charging the German Govern-
ment with an act of impertinence.

The Senator from Rhode Island said that this is the first time
in the history of the country that a foreign government had at-
tempted to furnish such information for the use of the Ameri-
can Congress. In that statement the Senator was as far from
the fact as in the other statement he was, as I think, far from
propriety. Why, Mr. President, on the same day, and later on
in the same debate, the Senator said:

The report which is now under discussion—eall it a report or what-
éver you may—

It was the very report in question—

the statement was sent to the Committee on Finance, as were two or
three hundred, at least, in my judgment, simllar statements from for-
eign governments or representatives of foreign governments, bearing
upon the tariff,

Two or three hundred similar statements from other govern-
ments bearing on the tariff! And so it seems, Mr. President,
that what the German Government did was not exceptional,
although the Senator said that it was the first time that such
a thing had been attempted within his knowledge. On the con-
trary, according to the Senator’s own subsequent avowal, nu-
merous reports of like character from other governments were
furnished the Finance Committee. They have not been fur-
nished the Senate, and the Senator objects to having them
printed for the use of the Senate.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no.

Mr. STONE. He did, distinetly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Mr, President, the REcorp shows—I have
the Recorp before me——

Mr. STONHE. I am not talking about the German report, but
the other reports.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was listening carefully, and I thought
the Senator was talking about the German report as well as the
other reports.

Mr. STONE. But I said—and the Senator from Rhode Island
nodded his assent—that he would object to the printing of these
two or three hundred reports furnished by other governments,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There has been no request for them.

Mr. STONE. Yes; the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For-
LETTE] did make a request of that kind. Whether these other
reports were furnished as this German report was furnished—
that is, at the request of our Government—I do not know, but
I suspect that they were. I have been reliably informed that
last summer the Ways and Means Committee, or at least mem-
bers of that committee, requested the State Department to com-
municate, through diplomatic circles, with foreign governments
with a view to obtaining certain information, and, among other
things, information about wages, and that these requests were
made with a view to this then contemplated legislation.

Moreover, Mr. President, this course has been pursued in
former times. The junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Jounsox], in the course of this same debate, last Saturday
called attention to the fact that reports of like kind were laid
before the Ways and Means Committee in 1897, when the Ding-
ley bill was under consideration. Why the Finance Committee
and others who knew of these reports, and at whose instance, I am
told, they were primarily obtained, have sought to smother and
suppress them I do not know, Perhaps, if the information had
been what they desired, we would have had the reports pub-
lished and paraded upon the desks of every Senator and Mem-
ber of the House, and had them heralded abroad through the
columns of our virtuous and impartial press. However, Mr.
President, I did not rise to discuss that feature of the subject.
My chief purpose in speaking is that attention might be ecalled
to the matter here, so that the Senator from Rhode Island
might set right, not himself alone, but the Senate of the United
States, before the country and the world.

He complained a moment ago that if the German Government
felt offended, I and others might remain silent and let the Ger-
man Government itself seek redress through diplomatic circles.
But the German Government can not, nor can anybody in this
country, call the Senate of the United States or any Senator to
answer for what may be said or done in this Chamber. That
position is untenable.

Mr. President, I am through, but I want the German Govern-
ment and the German people to understand, as I hope they ivill,
that in what the SBenator from Rhode Island said, and in what
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. DereEw] said, when,
still following the Senator from Rhode Island, he spoke after
the same fashion, they stand alone in the Senate of the United
States, and that in these unfortunate utterances they do not
have the sympathy or support of their colleagues,
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there is no mystery about
this matter at all. The right of the United States to ask foreign
governments or foreign manufacturers to furnish them with
facts as to the cost of production or the rate of wages is not in
question. Nobody has made any suggestion as to that matter.
Our Government certainly had a right to ask, and it was en-
tirely proper that they should ask, the German Government to
furnish them statistics in regard to the cost of production and
the wages of labor. It was entirely proper that the Government
of Germany should send that information here. I am not call-
ing that in question at all. It has been done, and it ought to be
done always. It is entirely proper to get this statistical in-
formation. )

I want to call attention to the particular case in point. This
request of the German Government was made last November.
The information furnished was sent to the Finance Committee
about the middle of April, after the bill had passed the House
and after the Committee on Finance had reported their recom-
mendations to the Senate. What I find fault with is that sud-
denly, upon the floor of the Senate, in the discussion of one of
the items of this bill, a Senator rises in his place and under-
takes to furnish a part of this information to affect the action
of the Senate upon that particular item. If the expert who
gave me an abstract of the contents of these statements is cor-
rect—and of course I shall wait to get the translation of the
entire document—but if the expert who furnished me the
abstract of what these papers contained is correct, they were
statements which undertook to answer arguments on the part of
American producers and American manufacturers in favor of
higher or lower rates in the tariff schedules—statements to in-
fluence the action of Congress upon those matters entirely out-
side of the guestion of the cost of production or the rate of
wages. That is what I call impertinence. I am not charging
impertinence upon the German Government, but I am only say-
ing that an attempt on the part of anonymous manufacturers
to influence the action of Congress is impertinent, and I care
not whether they live in Germany or France or anywhere else.
We are here engaged, I suppose, in legislating for the people of
the United States. Germany is our principal industrial com-
petitor.

When the Senator from Missouri interrupted me, I was ex-
pressing my admiration for that great statesman who presides
over the destinies of the German Empire. If there is one thing
for which he is entitled to the praise of his own countrymen and
the admiration of the world, it is that, under all circumstances,
he has supported and encouraged by every means in his power
the industries of the great German Empire. He has been the
one conspicuous ruler who has, under every circumstance and
under all conditions, made the interests of the German people
in every field supreme. I honor him, and I admire him, for
those qualities; and I, myself, realize that he would be the last
man in the world to suggest that German interests should con-
trol the action of the Congress of the United States. I am con-
fident, if he could have known the use which was being made
of the statistics to influence the legislation of a friendly power,
that he would have been the first man to have repudiated any
such application of the statements which were sent to the United
States.

No. It will not do to say that I made any attack of any
kind upon the German nation or upon its representatives. They
have followed the policy of protection in recent years to an
extent that no other nation in the world has, not only by their
legislation, but by regulations, by rebates in freight, and in a
thousand different ways of which we have never thought. They
have built up the industries of Germany to an extent which is
greater than that of any other nation except the United States.
They are entering the markets of the world in competition with
Great Britain, and with Franee, and ourselves. They are enter-
ing those markets encouraged and protected by the full force of
the German Government on all occasions, and the representa-
tives of that government would be the last people in the world
to expect their interests to be paraded in the Senate of the
United States as reasons why we should not follow the policy
which the interests of this people and of their interests dictate.
They have a right to be friendly with us. But they are rivals.
They are our greatest rivals in the industrial and commercial
world, and while they are protectionists, while they are carefully
guarding the interests of their people, they would never con-
sent, in my judgment, to have the interests of their manu-
facturers sent here to help a party here or a policy here which
wonld be destructive of the interests of the United States.

Mr. TILLMAN, There is something mysterious to me—
it may not be so to others—in this matter. Why can not we
get at the exhibits and judge for ourselves what all this racket
is about? The Senator tells us that he has an abstract from

which he has drawn certain deductions, and he gives us those
deductions here. The Senate ordered the printing of this
document, and the abstract, too—I mean the translation and
the abstract, too—several days ago, and the abstract immedi-
ately, and it has not come.

Mr. ALDRICH. That order was not entered. The papers
themselves arrived while the discussion was going on, and the
Senate ordered their publication. They were sent to the State
Department for translation, and they have not yet been re-
ceived from the State Department.

Mr. TILLMAN, Is there some hocus-pocus about this delay?
Is it honest and clean?

Mr. ALDRICH. It is absolutely honest and clean.

Mr, TILLMAN. I know it is, so far as the Senator from
Rhode Island is concerned.

Mr. ALDRICH. And so far as the committee is concerned.
It is a very large and voluminous document, and very few
men——

Mr. TILLMAN.

Mr. ALDRICH.

Would ever undertake to read it
I have never said that.

Mr. TILLMAN. I undertake to say it.

Mr. ALDRICH. Except a very few Senators here. But it
requires some man who understands technical matters. I do
}mf; know in whose hands the State Department put the trans-
ation.

%\I;‘edTILLh[AN But when the Senate orders a document
printed——

Mr. ALDRICH. It has to be translated. The committee
had to order somebody to do it, and it was left to the State
Department. The committee did so on the theory that if it
was sent to the State Department, there would be no criticism.
If we had selected some one else and there had been any differ-
ence of opinion, the committee might have been criticised for
employing a man to translate it. It seemed to me better to send
it to the State Department for translation.

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all right, provided we get it and get
it promptly. There is this phase of the situation which pre-
sents itself to me: There scems to be something in the figures
presented by the German Government that the Senator from
Rhode Island does not like.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no knowledge whatever of the con-
tents of this paper, except the short abstract furnished the
committee by an expert of the Department of Commerce and
Labor as to what the contents were. I have no knowledge of
any other kind as to what its contents are. The Senator must
remember—I think I have stated it once or twice upon this
floor—that there is more literature of various kinds coming to
the Finance Committee in one day than it is possible for me to
read, if I had nothing else to do, in a month.

Mr. TILLMAN. TUndoubtedly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have to be here. My duties are on this
floor. This bill has been reported. It has been reported with
the action of the committee upon it. I can not undertake to
read all the material sent to us every day.

Mr. TILLMAN. That is well understood.

Mr. ALDRICH. The paper has gone to the State Department
for translation. We will ask the State Deparfment to hurry

up the translation.

Mr. TILLMAN. And bring in the abstract, too.

Mr. ALDRICH. The abstract was not furnished by the State
Department.

Mr. TILLMAN., We want to see why the Senator has been
so angry about it——

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not been angry.

Mr. TILLMAN (continuing). Bordering upon the line of
discourtesy and lack of respect to the German Government.

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator from South Carolina
had known me long enough to know——

Mr. T But the Senator from Rhode Island is set
in his purpose——

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not set in any purpose.

Mr. TILLMAN (continuing). To pass his bill in a certain
way, and he has certain figures presented by his lieutenants
which, I think, are contradicted by the facts. I can not con-
ceive of American labor getting four times as much as German
labor.

Mr. ALDRICH. There have been statistics by the hundreds
and thousands of pages——

Mr. TILLMAN. I have gotten so I do not believe what they
say. My belief in the statement of the Senator from Maryland
[Mr. Rayxer], that there is an awful lot of lying going on, is
growing stronger every day.

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Senator is in haste——

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not want any special favors. I want
the Senate to know whatever I get, and I want the abstract
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furnished the Senate to be printed at once, so that we may have
it by morning.

Mr. ALDRICH.
printed.

Mr. TILLMAN,
ordered printed,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator asks unanimous con-
sent that the abstract be printed as a document (8. Doe. No.
T4). Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so
ordered.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
StoxE] concluded his speech by alluding to me and the remarks
which I made when this question was last under discussion. I
knew nothing about this matter except what was revealed in
the debate on that occasion; but from what has transpired in
the discussion this morning, I am convinced that I was exactly
right in the views which I expressed at that time.

The whole matter seems to be about this: That sometime last
year before the meeting of the last Congress a request was
made—precisely what, we do not know—by the American min-
ister at Berlin for certain facts. It seems, if what has been
stated on the floor is correct, that a document arrived here and
was presented to the Finance Committee after the tariff bill
had been considered in the House and had passed the House.
3 Mr. ALDRICH. And had been reported by the Committee on

inance,

Mr. DEPEW. And had been reported from the Committee on
Finance; and that the report, instead of being the statistics
called for before the December meeting of the last Congress,
was not presented to the State Department until nearly six
months after. It was then in the form of a reply by the Ger-
man manufacturers to the testimony before the Ways and
Means Committee of the House in regard to the schedules in
the bill reported by the Finance Committee of the Senate. In
other words, instead of a statement of the facts, it was a denial
of certain testimony, and controverting other testimony given
under oath by American manufacturers. The German manu-
facturers were not under oath, and their names withheld, so
the communication was anonymous.

Another singular thing occurred to me in regard to this mat-
ter, and that was that this was alleged to be an official commu-
nication from the German Government, coming through the
ordinary diplomatic channels, that it was in German, that it
was confidential in regard to the authors of the statistics which
it contained, and that it was transmitted to the Finance Com-
mittee and returned immediately to the State Department be-
cause it was not translated and because it was anonymous.
Nevertheless, it is claimed by the Senator from Missonri that
it was a state document, furnished by the German Government.
But before that document was transmitted to the Finance Com-
mrittee, the Senator from Missouri was enabled, in a speech
upon a particular schedule in this tariff bill, to quote from that
confidential governmental communication in the hands of our
State Department and to say that he knew that that was an
exact copy.

It reems to me strange that a solemn diplomatic communica-
tion of this kind, not yet having been communicated to the Con-
gress of the United States, could still be in the hands of some-
body who could give it to a Senator, to be used in a debate, for
the purpose of affecting legislation upon articles in which Ger-
many competes in this country with our manufacturers. I do
not care where the Senator received that information. He re-
ceived it undoubtedly from an importer. It must have been
from an importer, for no one else would have been interested
in furnishing it except a German importer; and then the ques-
tion arises, How did that German importer obtain from the
files of the State Department this confidential communication
unless copies were furnished by German manufacturers to their
correspondents in New York?

Mr. STONE. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly.

Mr. STONE. It is strange that the Senator from New York,
still walking in the footsteps of the Senator from Rhode Island,
should express wonderment as to where I obtained that informa-
tion, when, at least two or three times, I have told all about
it in the presence of the Senate and of the Senator from New
York. I will state it again. The table I put in the Recorp was
handed to me by Mr. Montague Lessler, an ex-Member of Con-
gress, who told me that it was taken from a report in the State
Department furnished by the German Government. Where he
got it or how he obtained it I do not know, and I did not inquire;
but I sent an inquiry to the State Department as to its accuracy,
and the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Wilson, wrote me a letter, which

I have no objection to the abstract being
I think the Recorp will show it has been

I put in the Recorp, that he had compared the table with the
original text and that it was accurate.

Mr, KEAN, I should like to ask the Senator whether Mr,
Lessler is the same person who, as a Member of Congress and
a member of the Naval Committee of the House, was under in-
vestigation?

Mr. STONE. . I can not answer that. But I will ask the
Senator from New Jersey why he propounds that inquiry? In
.glm; way does the matter he inguires about affect the gues-

on

Mr. KEAN. I want to locate him.

Mr. STONE. Suppose you do locate him. I have no objection;
but how does that affect the question at issue? That does not
concern the substance or the truth of the report sent to our
Government.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr., Montague Lessler is a friend of mine,
formerly a Member of Congress from one of the districts in my
State, a very honorable gentleman, a lawyer. He is practicing
at the New York bar, and he was here honorably and legiti-
mately as attorney for the importers of the article under dis-
cussion.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What is the article?

Mr. DEPEW. Razors.

Another thing touched me, and rather on my funny bone, in
this matter. There is no nation in the world for which I have
a larger measure of respect and admiration than for the
German nation. I have been visiting Germany for thirty years,
and I have seen the marvelous growth of that Empire since the
present Emperor ascended the throne.

I remember a remark made at one time when I was in Ger-
many, not to me, but to a diplomatic representative, by Bis-
marck, that the great difficulty with Germany was the German
cradle; that Germany did not have the industries to take care
of coming generations, and therefore it was necessary for her to
expand anywhere in the world, on any continent, where territory
could be had for colonization. But the present Emperor of Ger-
many energized German production; then he energized the
German navy; then he energized the German merchant marine,
until to-day Germany is succeeding Great Britain as the work-
shop of the world, and is becoming the workshop of the world
because she is the most highly protected nation in the world,
higher than ourselves.

She has surpassed us in this, that she has a technical school
in which the German youth are educated to an efliciency and a
proficiency in all manufactures and in all chemical produets,
technical schools that do not find their parallel in any other
country, and which are turning out for German industries an
army of experts whose skill is threatening the control of the
markets of the world.

Then she has another thing which we have not. Germany
has a merchant marine, built up by subsidies, which reaches
every port in the world, and whose object and purpose are to
carry German products into all countries where we want to
compete; and by having their own marine, they are able to
control the markets, especially the South American and African
and eastern markets, against the United States.

I said this touched my furmmy bone, and it was in this way:
In the first place, that the German Government should be the
author of an anonymous communication, and in the next place—
although I do not believe it was an official communication—I
could not conceive how the foreign office of Germany, engrossed,
as it is, on matters of the most momentous international con-
cern, could come down to razors. I tried to think of a meeting
of the German cabinet, with that most accomplished diplomat,
Prince von Bulow, presiding, and there should come up the
question of the triple alliance, there should come up the ques-
tion of friction with Russia, there should come up the question
of the Balkan crisis, there should come up the critical relations
existing between Germany and Great Britain, with the fever
heat that Great Britain is in with regard to German aggres-
sion, and that then Prince von Bulow should say to his asso-
ciates, “ Now, let us lay aside all these international questions,
which involve our existence, and come down to razors.” Ra-
zors! “ Let us enter into negotiations with the United States in
reference to razors. Let us present the statements of the razor
manufacturers of Germany to the State Department, so as to
teach the American Congress what should be a proper duty to
be imposed by that Congress upon the importation of German
razors,”

Mr. President, the thing is absurd. It is ridiculous. It is
lowering the dignity of a great diplomat, of the diplomatie rela-
tions which exist and are of the most friendly character be-
tween Germany and the United States. I do not believe for a
moment that the Emperor of Germany or his foreign minister
would consider, even in answer to a request, a communication
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which could be tortured into an effort to influence the American
Congress upon a bill whose sole ebject is to raise revenue for
the support of our Government, to take care of oeur army and
our navy, and our coast defenses, and to protect the American
manufacturer and the American laberer.

That thing is too absurd to believe for a moment, and I ean
only suppese that the German Government, in transmitting this
anonymous comnrinication presented to it by the German manu-
facturers, did it with no intention of having it used as amn
official document for the purpose of influencing the action of
the American Congress. I acguit the German Government of
any such intention.

Mr. DANIEL., Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Benator from New York
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly.

Mr, DANTEL. The Senator used a term there that attracted
my attention. He spoke of an anonymous communication. Is
it not a fact that all the names of the persons who have made
these communications are in the State Department and that
the object in not giving them out was lest they might be used
at home for their own injury?

Mr. DEPEW. I understand names are attached to these
communications which have been presented by the manufac-
turers of these various articles, with the request that those
names be kept in confidence and that the communications only,
unsigned and anonymous, should be transmitted, if transmitted
at all, to the American Congress.

Mr. DANIEL. Of course we do not know accurately all the
details of these matters, but according to my information any
Senator can go there and verify the names; but for reasons,
not as between the Governments at all, the names have been
withheld, lest they go to Germany and be made a matter of
injury to the persons signing the statements. I do not see
that it is any offense to this Government, as they can be as-
sured of the names if fhey wish to. But it is not to be made,
as I understand, a matter of publicity, which might injure the
deponents. I should like to kmow if the Benator has any
accurate information on that subject?

Mr. DEPEW. I only know what has been tevealed in de-
bate, and the only thing I know, and all the Senate has as to
the kind of information which is contained in this remarkable
document, is the statement of the chairman of the Finance
Committee that the names of the authors are erased, and the
communication from the State Department is that they are
1o be confidential; and the other statement, made here by the
‘Senator’ from Missouri when we had under discussion the
schedule on razors, if T remember rightly that statement, which
gave the elements of cost with regard to wages and prices paid
to the wage-earner, but it omitted the great essential of the
hours; and if this communication, in computing the cost as to
daily or weekly wages, has left out the hours of work, it is
ptterly worthless for comparison with American cost.

Mr. President, I did not intend to consume so much of the
time of the Senate. I believe that in a day or two we will have
all these communications. I only rose to say that from the
information which was before the Senate when I made a few
remarks the other day, and the information which has come
from the speech of the Senator from Missouri in his colloquy
with the chairman of the Finance Committee this morning, I
stand by what I said.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, just a word. This communica-

tion from the German Government was not a confidential com- |
munication. If it had been, the State Department would net
have sent it to the Finance Committee. If it had been, the
President of the United States would not have transmitted it |
It was a communication sent by the German |

to the Senate.
Government to our Government, at the reguest of the State
Department, putting but one condition upon its use, and that
was that the names of the manufacturers or persons who had
primarily supplied the information, at the request of German
officials, should not be made public.

I agree with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dawter] that
the document itself is entitled to be treated with respect, and I

agree with him that if any Senator desires for any reason to

gee the names of the men who furnished the infermation to
the German Government, I have no doubt that he can see them
in confidence by applying to the State Department.

Mr. President, the pertinent and important fact must not be
overlooked that the matter contained in this communication
was obtained by the German Gevernment from the sources they
considered most relinable, and when that Gevernment transmitted
it here they put upon it the stamp of their appreval. It will

not do to say the German manufacturers have sent this infor- |

mation to the United States for use in Congress. These Sena-
tors can not escape the charge first made, that the German Gov-
ernment itself was impertinent by now insisting that the manu-
facturers were impertinent. Neither were impertinent.

Would it be an impertinence for the German manufacturers
themselves to have responded to a request from our State De-
partment for this kind of information if it had been directed to
them in the first instance? Certainly no one would so contend.
How, then, can it any more be said that they are impertinent or
that they have done anything to be criticised when they fur-
nished this information at the request of their own Gevernment,
made at our instance and for our purposes?

Our Government asked the German Government for this in-
formation. The German Government obtained it from original
and authentic and reliable sources, examined it, collated it,
tabulated it, and transmitted it in response to the reguest of
our State Department, and when they transmitted it they gave
to it the sanction of their authority. Does anyone suppose the
German Government would deliberately send here to our State
Department information that it knew to be untrue, deceptive,
ane unreliable? No more could we charge that against the
Government of Germany than they could make a like charge
against the United States if the situation was reversed.

Mr. President, I have not succeeded in having the Senator
from Rhode Island and the Senator from New York make a
direct retraction of the things they said, but they have plastered
them over now and so sugar-coated them with fulsome and
pleasing eulogies of the German Government, the German
people, and everything else remotely German that I think the
bitter taste will be mitigated if it does not wholly disappear.
Therefore I have not labored in vain.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, just one moment. I think
whatever may be the failure on the part of the chairman of
the Finance Committee and myself to say the proper thing to
placate the sensibilities of the German Government, all that
deficiency has been amply met by the eloquent, able, incisive
defense of the German Government which has been made by the
Senator from Missouri. I do not think that any Senater, nor
even Prince von Bulow himself, could have better presented
the case of Germany than it has been presented by my friend
from Missouri. Every element of rhetorie, every resource of
oratory, every creation of logie, and every appeal to German
patriotism has had its full satisfaction in the admirable presen-
tation of the German case by my friend from Missouri.

Just one word further. The detail with which the Germans
are entering our country to compete in everything is evidenred
in the lithegraphs which we have all received. Every town in
the State of Missouri that has a schoolhouse that will hold 500
people, or a railway station which is the admiration of the
neighborhood, has a post card revealing the beauties of this
piece of architecture, and on it is “made in Germany.” The
same is truoe of every other State in the Union. The sightseer
in Washington is met at every turn by a boy asking the tourist
to buy a post card as a souvenir of the capital of his country,
and when he admires the picture of the White House or the
Capitol or the Library he discovers that it was made in Ger-
many.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, before the Senator from
‘Wisconsin proceeds, I should Tike to occupy a very few minutes,
because 1 have some of these abstracts here that I should like
to read to the SBenate, even before their publication. I should
like to get the opinion of some Senators as to whether they
think they are impertinent or not: .

Bronze powder. Nuremb Chamber of Commerce.

Request of American manufacturers to raise duty from 12 to 15 cents
per pound unreasonable. Admits that American wages are twice what
they are in Germany. Btates that difference of cest of wages is not
sufficient to warrant increase of rate asked for by American manufac-
turers before Committee on Ways and Means, BStates that omly about
100 persons employed in this industry in the United States.

Does the Senator from Missourl think that that is imperti-
nent or not?

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, that is not the question we have
before the Senate. The Senator desires to open up a discus-
gion on the merits of that report. We had better wait until we
get it, if we ever do.

Mr. ALDRICH. The report will be here.

Mr. STONE. Then we will discuss it.

AMr. ALDRICH. 1 want to say te the Senator from Missouri
and to the Benate that whatever indignation I may have ex-
pressed in reference to this matter, as the Senator from South
Carolina TMr. Toaamax] suggested, had proper foundation se

| far as these abstracts are concerned which have been submitted

to the committee, and that was the only point I made in ref-
erence to the matter.
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Clay géges.
KC!t:g.m of Commerce of Limburg a. d. Lahn. Statement of Mr.
urth—

Picking out an individual—
regarding labor cost in this industry is incorrect.

That is a statement made before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee of the House.

The American labor cost on this same grade is 36 cents.

Going on and explaining the reasons why the Congress of
the United States should not fix a certain rate of duty upon
clay pipes. !

Coal-tar dﬂes.

Mr. Schoellkopf's tables do not prove anything, as they are too thgen-
eral, applying to a total producticn of 3,000,000 pounds merely, without
specifying the single products or dyestuffs. As a matter of fact, the
Iatter are com of the most various raw materials and are produced
according to the most various methods. Prices nceurdingl{ vary consid-
erably. A cemparison would be valuable only in case it were based
upon cost figures for the United States and Germany of certain well-
defined dyestuffs,

Then there is the following:
WOOLEN INDUSTRY.

CrAMBER OF COMMERCE, Augsburg.

The statement of William Whitman that the wages of operatives in
the carded-wool industry are three times as high in America as in
Germany is incorrect.

Mr, President, my point is that the statement made to me of
the contents of these papers showed me distinetly that the
statements were being made to answer the statements of Ameri-
can manufacturers' before the Ways and Means Committee of
the House for the express purpose of affecting and influencing
the legislation of Congress.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, just n moment. I desire to ask
the Senator from Rhode Island if he regards the samples he has
selected and read from the abstract he had made of this report
as impertinent?

Mr. ALDRICH. I do certainly understand that when a
German manufacturer, whose name he is not willing to state,
comes here and says that a rate which is fixed or proposed to
be fixed in the tariff bill is too high, it is the height of imperti-
nence,

Mr, STONE. Is it impertinent for the manufacturer in Ger-
many to say that a statement made by any person, anywhere,
as to the cost of wages in his industry is incorreet, if it is in-
correct? :

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not say that under ordinary circum-
stances, if one should come here in person, if any Senator——

Mr. STONE. Are these extraordinary circumstances? This
is a response to a request we made of these people.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri should come
here, as he has on several occasions, and make a statement that
American manufacturers were wrong in their conclusions, and
upon his own responsibility as a Senator say that the rates
ought not to be put up, I have no objection to that at all. But
the Senator from Missouri comes here with a statement, which
he says is a statement of the German Government, and pro-
duces figures which he says are official figures in answer to the
request of the representative of the United States in Germany.
Does the Senator suppose that Mr. Hill, the ambassador of the
United States in Germany, asked the opinion of the Nuremberg
Chamber of Commerce whether the particular rates which we
propose to fix in our tariff bill were too high? Is that the pur-
pose of this information? I think not.

Mr. STONE. I should think it was a part of the purpose—

Mr, ALDRICH. It seems to have been.

Mr. STONE. That it was a part of the purpose of the State
Department. I should think that when members of the Ways
and Means Committee went to the State Department and re-
quested this information, through diplomatic channels, it would
not be improper for the German manufacturer to eall attention
to the fact, if it be a fact, that certain statements made were
not founded in truth.

Mr. ALDRICH. But that is not the statement I am finding
fault with, The statement is that the rates which are proposed
in the bill are too high and are unreasonable.

Now, Mr. President, that may affect the Senator from Mis-
souri. His action and his vote in this Chamber may be gov-
erned by that kind of testimony, if he pleases, The American
people will not regard that evidence as good evidence.

Mr. STONE. The Senator has not any right to say that.

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I think so.

Mr. STONE. The Senator ought not to say that. I will
say to him that I will be influenced by whatever testimony
I think worthy of credence.

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I said.

Mr. STONE. And I do mot care whether it is testimony,
coming from the lips of one man or-another; nor whether he
lives in America, in Germany, or in any other country. All I
want to know is the actual truth.

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes a great difference to me, and I
hope to a large majority of the Senate, whether we are to take
the opinion and fellow the advice of men who are interested
in destroying American industries or those who are engaged
in building them up in this country.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to say just a word teo the Senator
from Rhode Island.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield.

Mr. TILLMAN. He seems to be very indignant, apparently,
and in some phases I expect his indignation is earnest, over
the idea that the Iabor cost of articles in Germany and America
should be brought out here in this way.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not finding fault with any facts. I
am now finding fanlt that German manufacturers should come
here in the form of a statement and undertake to influence our
legislation by saying that the rates are too high or are unrea-
sonable.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has said that often enough for
all of us to get that idea. I certainly have it thoroughly fixed
in my mind.

I want to call his attention to this point: The Republican
platform adopted last summer expressly required or demanded
or pledged that the difference in the labor cost here and in
Europe should be the basis of our action in revising the tariff
up or down. Was not that so?

1 Mrt. ALDRICH. That is frue; but whose testimony does the
enator——

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait a minute. Just how are we to get
the best testimony available, to get the honest truth rather than
garbled and distorted statements? Our ambassador in Ger-
many requested the German Government to give information
on certain points respecting labor cost. It is sent to us, and
the German authorities ask our State Department to consider
the names as confidential, but did not say that they did not
indorse the facts.

Now, the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from
New York get wp a great hullabaloo about the anonymous
character of this information. It comes to us in the only way
we could get it, unless our own consuls would be able to go to
those manufacturers and get them to tell their trade secrets,
which would be absurd; they could mot do it. We have these
things in the only way possible to get them, and because they
do not conform to the ideas of the American manufacturers
whom the Senator from Rhode Island represents and whose
interests he is watching so closely he gets unhappy over it, and
he immediately attacks the source of information as unworthy
of credit, as being impertinent, and all that sort of thing.

I think the Senator is entirely unjust to the German Govern-
ment or to anybody who has had anything to do with trans-
mitting this information. We were supposed to be making an
honest revision of the tariff, trying to conform to the pledges
of the party which was intrusted by the people with that work,
in the hands of its friends, and information comes which con-
tradicts the statements of the manufacturers here. They say
that our labor cost is so much and the German labor cost is so
much. Here comes authoritative information from the German
Government saying that is not true, and the Senator says the
German manufacturers are intimidating Congress, arguing and
pleading that the tariff is too high, and all that sort of thing.
It is an injustice, to my mind.

Of course the Senator from Rhode Island has his own opin-
ion, and he is very hard-headed and awfully set in his purpose
to carry this bill through along special lines; and I predict he
is going to do it, from what I have seen so far. I confess I
do not see why he should grow so indignant and attempt to
muddy the water and confuse the minds of the American people
with the idea that the German Government is impudent to come
into the American Congress and to argue Republicans here
out of their fixed purpose to arrange this tariff according to
their scheme.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan rose.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I think I must ask the
attention of the Senate. I must claim my right to the floor,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In view of the discussion which has
taken place this morning, I ask unanimous consent for the pres-
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:!ilt consideration and passage of the resolution which I send to
e desk,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wiscongin sends
to the desk a resolution, which will be read.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE, And for which I ask immediate con-
sideration.

The Secretary read the resolution (8, Res. 55), as follows:
Senate resolution 55.

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not Incompatible,
in his judgment, with the public interest, be, and he hereby is, re-
quested to transmit to the Senate coples of all the correspondence which
passed between the Department of gtate and the German Government,
or between any representative of the United States and officials of the
German Government, having relation to the report upon German manu-
factures furnished by the German Government to the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GarnLiNger in the chair).
The Senator from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the resolution. Is there objection?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to say just a word
on the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the res-
olution is not now before the Senate.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If I can have the consent of the
Senator from Wisconsin

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent for the. pres-
ent consideration of the resolution. I do not think there ought
to be any objection to it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to say a word on the
resolution.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. After we obtain unanimous consent for
its present consideration and passage.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I shall not object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent congideration of the resolution?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It contains the usual provision.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator will have to add just
one thing.

Mr. LA IMOLLETTE. I would be glad to have the Senator
state it.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Perhaps nof, but it occurred to me so;
and that is, any communications between our Government here
and our ambassador—so as to include that.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I will ask to have the resolution read
again; and if anything was omitted that ought to be included, it
can be inserted.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely wish to say that it appears from
the discussion here that our State Department requested our
ambassador in Germany to procure this information, and then
he requested the German Government, and the German Govern-
ment gathered it by asking their boards of trade. Then it was
placed in the hands of our ambassador in Berlin and trans-
mitted to our State Department, which transmitted it to the
committee,

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one suggested amendment I should
like to make in the resolution, and that is whether the Govern-
ment of the United States asked the opinion of the German
Government or any of its people as to the character of the tariff
which we should enact.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did not hear the Senator.

Mr. BEVERIDGE., That will be disclosed from the corre-
spondence.

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot know whether that additional source
of information is desired.

Mr. LA FOLLETTH. The resolution asks for all correspond-
ence. There will be nothing omitted.

Mr. ALDRICH. It had better go over until to-morrow, and
we will look it over.

The - PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon objection, the resolution
will go over.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I am not very much
surprised that the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ArbricH]
objects to the present consideration of the resolution. It has
been very difficult to get before the Senate for its consideration
anything pertaining to this report from the German Govern-
ment.

The Senator from Rhode Island left the floor for a few mo-
ments this morning and returned to lay before the Senate
certain excerpts from an abstract which has been, or is being,
prepared from this document, in order to test the sense of the
Senate as to whether that document conformed to the pro-
prieties or not. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island
that it is not for him to sample that document and then call
for a judgment of the Senate upon it. The Senate is as capable
of judging that document as he is. .

That we claim the right to do. That document was never
intended, sir, for private consideration by any Senators or by
any committee of the Senate, The suggestions of the Senator
from New York [Mr. Derew] that this report was nothing more
than a business prospectus issued by German manufacturers, he
now says were predicated entirely upon what has come up in
debate; and that statement is another exemplification of the
spirit which has been manifested with respect to this document.

Mr, President, at one time in the consideration of this sub-
ject a good many months ago there was manifested a sincere
determination to ascertain the facts upon which to predicate
the making of a tariff. That is indicated by the fact that
before any testimony was given to the Ways and Means Com-
mittee this Government asked the German Government for in-
formation with respect to the wages paid in various occupations
in Germany.

Senators may seek now to dull the edge of criticisms of that
great Government made a few days ago upon this floor, but the
fact remains, and the Recorp will show, that Germany did not
seek to meddle in our legislative affairs, but that somebody in
authority in our Government deemed it worth while to ask the
German Government to present here the facts with respect to
wages in that country. That request was communicated offi-
cially to the German Government. A response was made.

Now, because of some of the matters stated in that report,
the Benator from Rhode Island attempts to excite the feeling
and resentment of Senators upon this floor. Although the re-
port was called for before any testimony was taken by the
Ways and Means Committee of the House the response was not
made until after some testimony had been given with respect
to the wages paid in Germany. Because some of the statements
in this report take up the declarations made before the Ways
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives of
American manufacturers with respect to the wages paid in Ger-
many, and claim that misstatements are contained in that testi-
mony, the Senator from Rhode Island now endeavors to ex-
cite the resentment of Senators against the German Govern-
ment on the ground that that Government is seeking to inter-
fere with legislation here.

Because the Senator from Missouri and other Senators have
risen here and asked to have that testimony presented to the
Senate the Senator from Rhode Island made the unwarranted
accusation—not by inference, but by direct statement—that the
Senator from Missouri and others who are calling for this testi-
mony are here representing the German Government and Ger-
man manufacturers. 1 ask the Senator from Rhode Island
whom he represents on this floor?

I will show, Mr. President, by the spokesman of the Com-
mittee on Finance—not in the course of debate, where one may
possibly in the heat of discussion make an overstatement, but
off of the cold, printed page—a declaration by the Finance
Committee as to whom they considered and whom they repre-
sented in fixing the rates in this bill. I have taken some part,
Mr. President, in calling for this testimony with respect to the
wages paid in the various occupations in Germany.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. M. President:

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, the Senator from
Wisconsin has called for a statement of the wages paid in Ger-
many.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. T have called for the report of the Ger-
man Government made to this Government in response to its
request,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is a very fair request, and no
one, it seems to me, can find any fault with it. I should not
attempt to find any fault with the Senator from Wisconsin in
that matter, but if the report which these boards of trade have
forwarded deals not only with the wages paid in Germany and
in America, and then argues that such wages are only two and
one-half times as high in certain lines of employment in Ger-
many as here, and undertakes to offset that disparity by show-
ing the cost of living here and in Germany, that is going a little
further, I think, than even the Senator from Wisconsin would
care to have any foreign board of trade go, because the differ-
ence between the cost of living here and in Germany is of no
concern to German boards of trade. That relates solely to the
welfare and disposition of our own people, and is not the sub-
ject of proper argument by boards of trade in Germany.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Wisconsin allow me?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just one moment, if the Senator from
Indiana please. I will yield to him in a moment,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well.
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have nothing to do with that, because
I do not know anything about it. I feel, as a Member of this
body, and I think the Senator from Michigan [Mr. SmrTH]
ought to feel, that I have intelligence enough to take that
statement from the German Government and read it and analyze
it and attach to it the importance which it deserves. I do not
ask the Senator from Rhode Island for permission to do it, nor
do I——

Mr. SMITH of Michigan., Neither do I, Mr. President.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not yield to the Senator from
Michigan now. Wait for the answer. I do not ask any man in
this body to interpret testimony for me. I do not need any
direction or assistance from the Senator from Ithode Island
with respect to it. Let me say——

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Not now.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator declines to yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I decline to yield until I shall have
finished my answer.

Mr. President, this report raises a number of very important
economic questions as to the weight which should be given to
the difference in all the conditions surrounding labor in that
country and in this country. The cost of living, the rents, the
amounts paid for fuel, for clothing, for groceries, and for all
the living expenses are all important matters to be taken into
consideration, and are entitled to a certain measure of weight,
;f]iutlged by recognized rules among students of economy and

nance,

I do not yield my judgment to any Senator on this floor in
interpreting these facts. All I am contending, and all the Sen-
ator from Missouri [Mr. StoxE], or any other man on this
floor has contended, with respect to this report from the German
Government, is that the Finance Committee had no business to
bottle it up.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin
¥ield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; not at present.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de-
clines to yield.

AMr. LA FOLLETTE, I do not know how the Senator from
Michigan or anybody else outside of the Finance Committee
secured information in respect to the contents of this docu-
ment. It may be that the statement of the Senator from
Michigan is only an inference.

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. DBut that makes no difference.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has
declined to yield. The Senator from Michigan can not interrupt
without the permission of the Senator from Wisconsin, and he
declines to yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have not yet finished my answer to
the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Wisconsin asks
how I got the information——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I did not ask, and I do not care
how you got it, or whether you have such information, or
whether your statement with respect to it was a surmise, It
does not make any difference. All there is of this business is
just this: This body is entitled to whatever there is in this
document, it makes no difference what it contains or whether
or not it will weigh with us when we get it. It was sent here
by one of the foremost governments in the world—not volun-
teered, not intruded upon the legislative proceedings of this
great Nation, but sent here upon the formal invitation of this
Government. That much has been made clear in this debate.

Mr. President, I say, first, in decency to that Government, we
are entitled to have it, and have it promptly, Second, in fair-
ness to Members of this body, we are entitled to have it and to
interpret it for ourselves.

No member of that choice band chosen to sit in the sacred
precincts of the Finance Committee has any exclusive privilege
with respect to a document which belongs to this Government
and which belongs to this bedy as much as it does to them,

The Senator from Rhode Island: [Mr. Arprice] says that it
was received after the bill had been reported. He sald that
on this floor this morning. He is clever in his statements. This
will be discovered if you follow and analyze those statements,
He will make a definite statement that cuts down to the bone.
Then he surrounds it with generalizations enough to involve it,
so0 that when you come to demand an answer for that particular
statement a side door is open here and another there for oppor-
tunity to escape a definite answer and definite responsibility for

what he says. But, speaking of this report, he did say on this
floor this morning—and I took it down from his lips as he
uttered it—

The information came to the Committee on Finance about the middle
of April, and after the report of the bill

I say it did not. I say it came to the Committee on Finance
before the bill was reported to the Senate, and, although he
attempted, in the debate the other day, to invoke this question
by stating that the committee had received a multitude of docu-
ments through the State Department from other governments,
I will venture to say nmow nothing has been received here by
the State Department from any government bearing upon this
subject that stands on the same footing as does this report.

I want to be frank with the Senate. I do not say that upon
official authority, but I say it on what I believe to be absolute
authority. This report called for by this Government, furnished
by the German Government in response to that eall, stands to-
day as a document entitled to consideration, at least to report
to the Senate—at least to be open where everybody can see if.
It did not come to the Finance Committee after they had re-
ported the bill to this body. It went to the Finance Committee
while the bill was in its possession. I will venture to say that
the chairman of the Finance Committee had his attention spe-
cifically called to that document after it had been sent to him,
and was asked by the Department of Commerce and Labor
whether he did not want it put into such condition that it could
be examined by his committee.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator
from Wiseonsin a question?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to ask a question.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin

yield?
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that an order has been

miade by the Senate, by unanimous consent, for the immediate
translation and report of this document to the Senate. Am I
wrong about that?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think the records of the Senate will
show that the order of the Senate is for the printing of this
document. That order and unanimous consent did not express
anything with respect to translation; but after the document
was received here, as the Senator from Indiana will remember,
while the subject was under discussion in the Senate after
the document came into possession of the Secretary of the
Senate—

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will per-
mit me just one remark. I have been from the first of the very
hearty opinion that this Senate was entitled to have the docu-
ment, and it has been so decided. The Senator also made a
unanimous-consent request this morning for the correspondence,
which he put in the regular form—*if in the opinion of the
President it is not incompatible with the public interests”

I think that, if the Senator will renew his request for unani-
mous consent, upon reflection it is likely that nobody will
object, because in the end it ean not be objected to. I suggest
to the Senator from Wisconsin at this point that he renew his
request for unanimous consent. I may be wrong, but I think
it will be agreed fto.

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. I should not feel at liberty to do that,
becanse at the time I made the request the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. AroricH] was on the floor and objected.
I do not see him now, and I would not like to take advantage
of his absence from the floor to renew the request at this time.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is only due to the Senator for me to

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I do notthink the Senator from Indiana
had noticed that the Senator from Rhode Island was absent.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I did. And yet it is only due to the
Senator to say that I feel so strongly that this unanimous con-

' sent should be given—as I am sure other Senators have felt,

and some of us have expressed that opinion to the Senator from
Rhode Island—that I do not now understand, even if he were
here, that he would object. Otherwise I am sure I would not
make the suggestion which I now make in the presence of the
Senator from Maine [Mr, Hare]. Perhaps I am wrong, and

perhaps there will be objection, but I think not.
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President——
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought it would be helpful.
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I hope the Senate will consent to the
ge of the resolution calling for that information; but,
under all the circumstances, I do not feel that I ought to make
that request at this time.
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will withdraw my suggestion to the
Senator from Wisconsin, Perhaps, after all, the matter had
better take its course.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not care at this time to say any-
thing further with respect to this document, more than that I
knew many weeks ago that it had been received from the State
Department, and that I knew it was in possession of the Com-
mittee on Finance. I do think that a word or two further
might be said. It looked as though there was an effort, when
the subject was last before the Senate, to involve the question
in some misunderstanding with respect to the character of this
document, as to whether it was confidential or not. It was not
confidential. It is not an anonymous document. It is entitled
to the full and fair consideration of this body, coming, as it
does, from the German Government. That Government did not
withhold the names attached to the statements embodied in
that report, further than this, that they were in the nature of
trade secrets, and as no manufacturer in America would care
to disclose to a competitor in business his costs of production,
so no manufacturer in Germany cared to disclose to his competi-
tors in Germany, and have it published in this country, this
information in regard to his particular factory. That is all
there is to it.

There is not a Senator on this floor who can not go to the
State Department if he desires to test the authenticity of the
facts and figures given in this report. In so far as the names of
any of the men who made those statements are concerned, he
can procure that information confidentially. So that the with-
holding of these names does not go to the matter of gesting the
accuracy of these statements.

Besides all that, will anyone suppose for a moment, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the German Government would send, in response to
a request from this Government, a statement like that and then
resort to an artifice to cover up inaccuracies and perversions of
statement by suppressing names? To suggest that on this floor
is to impeach the integrity of the German Government; and
every Senator who has intimated here that, because these names
dare withheld, the facts stated were not entitled to fu]l and fair
consideration, has launched against the German Government, I
think very unjustly, a suggestion of discredit. All the bearing
that the absence of these names from this document can possibly
have here goes solely to the credit of the facts stated, and noth-
ing else; and those names are in the possession of the Depart-
ment of State. They are simply withheld from publication, as
stated by the German Government, for trade reasons.

Furthermore, Mr. President, I have been informed that a
large percentage of these documents, or a considerable number
of them, at least, are not merely signed statements, but are
sworn to by those making them. Mr. President, I have been
informed that the great bulk of these statements come to this
Government through the boards of trade of Germany. The
boards of trade of Germany are not private and loeal institu-
tions, but are a part, in a qualified or quasi way, of the Ger-
man Government itself. They belong to its commercial depart-
ment. So that whatever documents come in that way from
German hoards of trade have somewhat more of approval with
respect to their reliability and their credence than could be
given ordinarily to the similar reports of boards of trade in
ihis country. :

Mr. President, I spoke yesterday of the new economic con-
ditions that must be considered by the committees of both
Houses in the revision of the tariff at this time, differing widely
from any that had been presented to any other Ways and Means
Committee of the House or to any other Finance Committee of
the Senate in all the history of tariff legislation. I referred to

. the pledges made by the Republican party with respect to
revision, and brought to the attention of the Senate Mr. Taft's
repeated statements bearing upon this subject throughout the
campaign. I think, Mr. President, they all were harmonious,
cumulative, and strong. And I wish now to ask the attention
of the Senate to the proceeding which has taken place here
pursuant to the pledges made by the Republican party with
respect to the revision of the tariff.

On yesterday, before I took the floor, the Senator from Rhode
Island secured the passage of a resolution reguiring sessions
of this Senate for the consideration of this bill to be held at
night as well as throughout the day. -This is in line with the
policy that has been pursued with respect to the bill from the
beginning.

This bill passed the House of Representatives on April 9; it
was received here April 10, read twice, and referred to the
Committee on Finance., On April 12 it was reported back with
amendments, On April 15 it was taken out of the possession
of the Senate and recalled by the House. On April 19 it was
returned by the House to the Senate. So that this body got this

bill into its possession for its consideration on the 19th day of
April, 1909. It was read twice, referred to the Committea on
Finance, and immediately reported back to the Senate upon the
same day and thrust upon its consideration, followed by a state-
ment made by the chairman of the Finance Committee—a most
remarkable statement, Mr. President—a statement that I under-
take to say will find no parallel in the history of tariff legisla-
tion in this country.

Here was a great bill, not a bill dealing with some phase of
the tariff question, but a bill for the complete revision of the
tariff, for which an extra session had been convened. This bill
wag presented for the consideration of the Senate without any
report or explanation concerning the changes in it, and they
a:rzri.'gate into the hundreds, affecting the interests of the whole
people.

Senators from the New England States may smirk. If it is an
increase in duty for a cotton or woolen industry in New Hamp-
shire or Massachusetts, Senators are pleased to take the floor
and say it is a matter of tremendous importance.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Not at present.

That great interests are involved in those States; that labor
and the homes of the laborers are dependent upon those changes,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Not just at present.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de-
clines to yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator will resume his seat for
a few minutes——

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator understands that I do not
yield just now.

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator can do as he pleases,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will do as I please when I have the
floor. Let that be understood.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from isconsin de-
clines to yield.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But if changes here mark advancing
rates and affect the homes of the consumers generally of this
country, it provokes derision on this floor when objection is
made, and questions are asked, and I propose to show why.

The statement made by the Senator from RRhode Island when
he presented this bill to the Senate did not relate to the revision
of duties at all. It related solely to revenue; to what this bill
would do toward providing sufficient revenue to support the
Government. He did say that the rates and the schedules
would be explained and would be defended later. ;

I undertake to say that fairness to the Senate and to the
country called for a full report on this bill, explaining its pro-
visions, giving the reasons for its proposed changes as a neces-
sary basis for its thorough and intelligent consideration. There
may be Senators here who do not care about these rates or do
not care especially about the reasons for its provisions, its
changes, its increases; but I submit, Mr. President, that if the
revision of the tariff is important, the reasons for it are impor-
tant, and every man on this floor assumes a responsibility when
he votes for these schedules and amendments, and we have been
compelled to vote on them with very little enlightenment so far
as the Committee on Finance is concerned.

CONTRAST PRESENTATION OF THIS WITH OTHER TARIFF BILLS.

Mr. President, I may be wrong in saying that the proceedings
on this bill are without parallel in the history of the tariff
legislation of this country. I have not been able since this bill
came in on the 19th of April to exhaust this subject. But I
went back far enough to get a sort of rule which might fairly
be taken as a guide, and when the Senate contrasts the pro-
ceedings in the consideration of other tariff bills with the excep-
tional proceedings of this special session, I ask them to remem-
ber that if there ever was a time calling for deliberation, that
time is now.

YWe ought to spend our efforts and the time for which we are
salaried without stint and without limit, stay here if need be
until next fall, if need be until next December, to get at the
truth in the revision of the tariff. Because we are revising it
under economic and industrial conditions which never before
have confronted the American people when dealing with this
subject that may be a reason for hurrying over it if special
interests are to be served here instead of public interests, that
may be a reason for not permitting the Senate to know what
this bill contains or how it is to affect in the next ten or fifteen
years the welfare of the American people.

In 1888, revising the tariff under conditions of competition
between domestic interests and industries, there was no such
haste. The conditions that prevailed at that time were the
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conditions that had prevailed from the beginning of ¢his Gov-
ernment, and therefore the tariff could stand investigation and
examination. On the one hand we had the views of the Demo-
cratic party, clean cut and well defined. On the other hand we
had the views of the Republican party concerning the bill,
the rates it proposed, their effect upon manufacturers, labor,
and the public. They were plain economic statements, There-
fore the issue could be fought out clean handed on this floor, on
principle, and nobody seemed disposed to rush consideration at
that time.

The Mills bill was reported to the Senate October 3 by Sen-
ator Allison. That was the tariff bill of 1888. It was reported
to the Senate on the 3d of October by Senator Allison. He
asked that it be placed on the calendar, and gave notice that he
would ecall it up for consideration upon the following Monday
morning. This was the Tuesday preceding. He also gave
notice that on the following day or on Friday majority and
minority reports would be filed to accompany the bill. On
Thursday, October 4, one day or two days after the bill was pre-
sented, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH] said:

I present the report of the Committee on Finance upon the bill (H. R.
9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the col-
lection of the revenues,

And he later said:

I ask that the report and the views of the minority, which will be
resented by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr., Harris], may be printed
n the Rzcomp, and I ask that an order be made that they be printed

in brevier type for the convenience of Senators.

In those days, Senators, it was considered important enough to
give the facts to the Senate, and to present them in convenient
form for examination. The Senator from Rhode Island asked
to have his report upon the Mills bill printed in the CoNGRES-
s10NAL Recomp in the type used for its regular proceedings, not
in reduced type generally used for reports when printed in the
Recorp; and there follows in the Recorp the report of the ma-
jority of the committee, in which there are set forth all the rea-
sons for the revision of the fariff which was proposed at that
time. The report covers 27 columns—I13} pages—of the Cox-
GRESSIONAL Recorp. In hastily reading over it I find more than
a column of discussion under the head of ad valorem duties.

I find a long discussion of the attitude of the House in placing
certain articles on the free list. More than three columns of
this report are given to a discussion of the wool and woolen
schedules, There are also two columns devoted to the discus-
sion of labor cost of production and a half column devoted to
manufacturers’ profits,. The whole report submitted was an
exposition of the bill as presented to the Senate and of the dif-
ferences between it and the bill which had passed the House,
to which was appended a comparison of the rates of duty pro-
posed by the House and the then existing rates, and other
appendices,

There was also printed in the Recorp the views of the minor-
ity, which occupy 114 pages of the Recorp. In addition to
having this printed in the REecorp, the Senator from Rhode
Island introduced a resolution to have 6,000 copies printed for
the use of the Senate.

Four days later, October 8, the entire bill was printed in the
Recorp, and the acting chairman of the Committee on Finance,
Mr. Allison, made a speech explaining the provisions of the
bill, which occupies 14 columns of the CoNGESSIONAL RECORD,
Put that in contrast, S8enators, with the statement made by the
Senator from Rhode Island about this bill. The people in
homes that are paying 40 to 50 per cent increased prices on
the necessaries of life have for years been demanding a revi-
sion of the tariff. Now a revision comes, and the bill is re-
ported here changing the House bill in most marked particu-
lars. When it comes for our consideration it comes from the
chairman of the Committee on Finance with a brief statement
with respect to revenues, with no report, no explanation
of a single change in it, no reason given for raising the
duties, and, more than that, we are forced to take it up for
consideration on the next day after it is reported. And
day after day Senators are compelled to come here with no op-
portunity given for the study of the provisions of the bill or
the changes made by the Senate committee, and we sit here
struggling to learn something about it, appealing to the Finance
Committee for information. We are not treated with patience
by the chairman, who seems only to feel that Senators are
meddling and are very impertinent in wanting to know the basis
of its various provisions, the cause for changes, and reasons for
increases.

LEGISLATION IS CONTROLLED BY A FEW MEN.

Mr. President, under a system that has grown up, which puts

the control of legislation and control of the Senate of the United
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States in the hands of two or three men, whose authority has
been recognized here for so many years without question, there
has developed a situation which makes it hazardous for a Sen-
ator to question this supreme power or to raise any objections,
ask any information, or to fail to go along when told. I wantte
suggest to the autocracy of the Senate that the clock will strike
presently a new hour in the legislative life of this Senate—not
a new hour, but one which will chime in harmony with the
earlier life of this Government. States will demand equal rep-
resentation, and States will have equal representation on this
floor. Do you suppose that the sovereign States of this country
are always going to take their legislation from the Senator from
Rhode Island? Does the Senator from this or that New England
State believe that this control of legislation is to continue? No.
The day of its overthrow is at hand. No one can shut his eyes to
the presence in this Chamber of a new force—a body of men in
the Ilepublican organization with new ideas; that is, with old
ideas; with ideas that go back to the basis of constitutional
government and the equal rights of all men.

But, sir, to return to a comparison of the proceedings upon
this bill and other tariff bills. Upon October 18, 1888, the fol-
lowing resolution was passed by the Senate, which had the
Mills bill under consideration:

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized and directed
to continue during the recess of Congress the Investigation of such reve-
nue matters, including the bill H. R. 9051, as have been referred to it
by resolution of the Senate, subject to the authority conferred by sald
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Come down two years later. The McKinley bill was reported
to the Senate by Senator Morrill, of the Finance Committee,
June 18, 18900. The general debate upon the bill began almost
inmediately, but it was a general debate, a debate that is al-
ways helpful. The Senate was not forced to begin, without
ample time for investigation, the consideration of amendments
to the bill.

Mr. President, we have been under a great strain here,
obliged to vote upon amendments at once, without opportunity
to secure needed information. It could not be obtained from
the Finance Committee, the record shows that; it was not in
their possession, the record proves that. I mean to say they
were not able to give any sound economic reasons—only super-
ficial, partisan, partial reasons, or manufacturers’ reasons—for
increasing these rates.

Mr, Morrill said, when he reported the McKinley bill:

There has not been any written report prepared with this bill,

Why? He gives the reasons for it:

I will say to Senators that a report, a very elaborate one, was made
two years ago, and as the bill is substantially the same as the measure
reported by the Benate committee two years ago, perhaps there may not
be any written report furnished.

The McKinley bill was reported on June 18, An attempt was
made to have the bill taken up and considered by paragraphs
for amendment on July 19. That was a month after the bill
had been reported. There are many Senators here who were
Members of one House or the other at that time, They will
recall that Senators were just as anxious then, more anxious,
perhaps, than now, to be free from the legislative obligations
and at liberty to return to their homes. We had been in ses-
sion in that Fifty-first Congress steadily from December to the
18th of June, when the bill reached the Senate. We remained
in session until the 1st day of October—I think the longest
session in the history of the Government.

Buf, Mr. President, it was not until July 28, forty days after
the bill had been reported to the Senate, that the first amend-
ment to paragraph 1 was formally read in the Senate for its
consideration. .

BENATE HAS NOT BEEN INFORMED AS TO EFFECT OF BILL.

No Senator can discharge the obligations resting upon him
in the consideration of amendments to the bill before us, in-
creasing or decreasing duties, without knowing whether those
duties are a measure of the difference in the cost of production
here and abroad. If the duty is placed too low, you wrong the
labor of this country, and if it is placed too high you wrong the
consumers of this country.

We should have on reliable authority the correct standard.
And that is not possible, Mr. President, when a bill of this mag-
nitude, two-thirds of it printed in italics, indicating changes in
rates, is forced upon our consideration within twenty-four or
forty-eight hours after it comes from the committee,

I submit fo the Senate we have been proceeding without
any possibility of knowing whether we are discharging our
obligations to the people of this country, whether the Repub-
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lican Members of the Senate are keeping the pledges made in
the Republican platform and the pledges made by our candidate
for the Presidency. 5

The Dingley bill came to this body from the House of Repre-
sentatives on the 1st day of April, 1897. It was not reported
from the Committee on Finance for the consideration of the
Senate until the 4th day of May, 1807. One month and four
days the Senate Committee on ¥inance had the Dingley bill
under consideration.

After the bill was reported to the Senate the Senate was
given two full weeks to get acquainted with its paragraphs and
provisions. It was two entire weeks after the Dingley bill was
reported that Senator ArpricH, of the committee, arose in the
Senate and said:

1 give notice that I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the considera-
tion of this bill on Tuesday, the 18th instant, immediately after the
morning routine of business.

That was fourteen days after it was reported and a month
and eighteen days after it was received from the House. I am
continuing the guotation. He said further:

Printed statements showing the character and effect of the changes

ed will be for distribution to Benators within a few days.

deslre also to state In behalf of the majority of the committee that

it is their intention to present provisions in re to reciprocal trade

with other countries in place of the section which the committee recom-
mends be stricken from the bill.

Two days later complaint was made in the Senate because the
comparative statement promised had not been furnished.

Upon May 13 Mr. AcpricH stated to the Senate that he de-
gired to modify the statement which he had previously made
with reference to his intention to call up the bill and that he
hoped to be able to call it up about a week later.

And it was not until May 25, three weeks after the bill was
reported, that Senator ArpricH asked unanimous copsent that
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the
bill should be proceeded with, paragraph by paragraph, for
amendment. That being agreed to, Mr. Arpricu then proceeded
with a general exposition of the bill, covering 13 columns of
the Recorp. It was not a little terse twenty or thirty minute
statement about the revenue side of the bill, but an exposition
of the protective duties of the Dingley bill, a statement such as
has not been made for us here in the consideration of this
measure.

It was on May 26, nearly two months after the bill came from
the House, that the first amendment of the Committee on Fi-
nance, on page 1, line 3 of the bill, was read and considered.
So from the time the bill was passed by the House and trauns-
mitted to the Senate a month and twenty-five days had elapsed
and the bill had actually been in the Senate, reported from the
Committee on Finance, and it had been under discussion during
a period of three weeks before it was taken up to be considered
by paragraph for amendment.

ONLY NATION WHICH HURRIEDLY ENACTS TARIFF LEGISLATION.

Senators, I ask you to contrast that record with the record
of the proceedings upon the pending bill, and in that connection
remember our new economic and industrial conditions, never be-
fore presented to the American Senate in framing a tariff bill, con-
ditions which require the fullest study and investigation in the
enactment of tariff legislation.

Yet we have this measure forced upon us for action without
any report or explanation of its provisions, and only the most
limited opportunity even for individual investigation. Almost
every day either the chairman of this great committee, or some
one in sympathy with him, rises here to admonish us that we
are doing wrong in not at once passing this bill as reported;
that we are interfering with business; that $10,000,000 a day
is being lost to the business interests of the country because we
do not join in railroading the bill through without debate.

Do Senators know that we are dealing with this legislation as
no other civilized government in the world deals with important
legislation of this character? As I have sat here, day after
day, endeavoring as best I could to glean some reliable in-
formation with respect to these duties, I have wondered if it is
a part of the plan of legislation in these days of combination
and monopoly that a tariff bill shall be framed in secret and
under conditions that will not admit of investigation; that it
shall be put through the Senate under a pressure that renders
it impossible for Senators to understand it, while those in favor
of this system array behind it all the great business interests
of the country, to demand, as they have by a flood of telegrams
to Senators, that debate shall cease and the bill be passed imme-
diately, I have wondered, sir, if it is a part of a great plan
to write this legislation on the statute books without permitting
investigation which would expose its faults, its weaknesses, its
wrongs.

How easy it wounld be to relieve the business situation by
writing in the bill, it shall not go into effect until January 1,
1910, or July 1, 1910. There is not another government of any
standing in the world that passes a tariff bill providing that it
shall go into effect immediately upon its passage. An amendment
adopted fo this bill to-day, saying that it shall go into effect on
the 1st day of July, 1910, would relieve the business situation,
wheels would begin to turn, and every business man would
know what raw material he could buy to convert into the
finished product, and sell at the same tariff level; and there
would be no occasion for this haste to get the bill through with-
out anybody knowing what is in it.

Mr. President, no government that has standing or respect-
ability in the world to-day ever undertook to revise a tariff as
we are revising this. I took a little pains to look up the
methods of tariff legislation of two or three of the great powers.
At the risk of having somebody here who may not be entirely
willing to disclose whom he represents, charge me with repre-
senting the German Government, I am going to give the method
pursued by that Government when enacting tariff legislation.

GERMANY,

In the tariff revision of 1906 in Germany the tariff commis-
sion virtually took a census of industries, obtaining information
on such subjects as the cost of production at home and in the
principal foreign countries, the importation of articles into Ger-
many and exports of articles to foreign countries, prices at home
and in the principal foreign markets, duties in the prinecipal
competing countries, and so forth. This information was ob-
tained direct from the manufacturers upon blanks sent out by
the commission. In the hearings which the commission held
about 2,000 trade experts were examined, who assisted in sift-
ing the material obtained from the manufacturers with a view
to getting at the correct facts, and ascertaining exactly the cost
of production.

Mr. President, if a manufacturer comes before one of the
committees of the American Congress and says the wages in a
foreign country are lower than the wages here and we must
have a tariff of 75 per cent or 126 per cent to protect us, his
testimony is at once accepted. That is the statement which
has been made here by the chairman of the Committee on
Finanee, because he says that man is a patriotic citizen; he
is seeking to maintain industries in America and furnish em-
ployment to American labor. There is no other place in our
whole system of government, in the courts or elsewhere, where
the rights of men are determined upon any such one-sided
testimony as that.

Is not the American manufacturer primarily and directly
interested here? Is he not a prejudiced witness? Yet you
can find scores of statements made by the Senator from Rhode
Island in the course of the debate in which the testimony of
the American manufacturer before the committee is the only
testimony cited upon which rates are based.

1 undertake to say, Mr. President, that the great mass of
people of this country have an interest here. I do not believe
the American consuming public wants these rates so reduced
as no longer to protect American labor. But everybody knows
that with no foreign competition combinations suppress domes-
tic competition and put prices up and extort from the con-
sumer what they please. The consumer has a right to demand
that this shall not be done with the aid of his Government. Is
he unreasonable? Why has he not a day here?

The testimony taken upon which these rates are fixed so far
as the Finance Committee is concerned takes no account of the
consumer. He has not been heard. The Finance Committee,
through one of its exponents here, announced the commitiee's
programme by which they excluded the consumer from all con-
gideration in framing the bill which they reported.

But let us see how the German Government proceeded.

In gecuring the information upon which to base legislation, it
spent six years, if I remember rightly. The Senator from In-
diana [Mr. Bevermgg] has given much time in the investigation
of that matter, and he will know whether I am right in my
recollection as to the time.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is correct from the begin-
ning to the end. It took six years.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Spending six years in the investigation
of the tariff, there was no disturbance of business and no
occasion for a disturbance of business in Germany, the people
understanding that when a bill was introduced there they would
be still given, before that bill would go into effect, ample
time to adjust their business to the new rates. The German
Government, I say, spent all that time gathering information,
and this information was not suppressed. It was not kept be-
hind the closed doors of a Finance Committee. They got the
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rates of wages in foreign countries. What did they do with it?
Put it in a pigeonhole and never look at it? No. They pub-
lished it. Contrast that with the record here of the effort that
has been necessary to get published for the use of the Senate
similar information furnished by the German Government
through the State Department to our Finance Committee. And
we have not got it yet. We may get it, Mr. President, but it will
be after most of the schedules have been passed. Yet the
Finance Committee received it on the 3d day of April, according
to the President in his message.

In Germany all of the information was published in readily
accessible form for the guidance of the Bundesrat and Reichs-
tag, accompanied with statements of the reasons why the duty
on every article of the tariff was fixed at a certain rate; that
is, there was not a change of duty made—and you can get
access to those volumes in the Department of Manufactures
here in Washington—for which that great committee did not
give its reasons. Now, can any reasonable man say, when we
touch this subject only once in about ten or twelve years, when
it means so much to the industries of this country, so much to
the Iabor of this country, so much to the consumer of this
country, that it is asking too much that the committees that in-
vestigate and report these bills shall give us a reason for every
change of duty?

ENOW NOTHING OF DIFFERENCE IN COST OF FRODUCTION.

I have no special commission here, Mr. President, te represent
the consumer. I come from a State that is one of the foremost
manufacturing States in this Union. I do not want to say an
unkind word of one of the members of the Committee on
Finance. I have no feeling which would cause me to do so.
But I say that I do not believe that there is a member of the
Commjttee on Finance who could take the stand here before this
body and furnish the facts and details necessary to establish the
true difference in the cost of production between this and
foreign countries with respect to six items in this great bill.

‘Mr. President, to determine the difference in cost of produc-
tion he must ascertain, first of all, the difference in the cost of
producing the raw material in our country and in the competing
foreign countries, not only the gross difference in the cost of
producing the raw material, but the difference in the wage cost
of raw material, the difference in the overhead charges, the
difference in all the items that enter into that production.

Then he must ascertain what is the difference in the cost of
transportation from the European point of shipment into the
principal markets here, and the difference in the cost of trans-
portation from the principal points of production in this country
to the principal markets in this country. He ought to be able
to state the difference in the wage cost at each step of this de-
velopment.

Mr. President, it was not so vital twenty years ago to have
the exact difference in the cost of production as it is now.
There was not then the possibility of maintaining excessive
rates that exists to-day. Horace Greeley and the men who
ground into me the belief in the wisdom of a protective
tariff system did not so much fear advancing ratés beyond the
difference in the cost of production, because then the people had
a competitive market in this country. Competition between do-
mestic pfoducers ultimately reduced the price to a reasonable
level for the consumer. That is not so now. The time has come
now when we are under obligation as never before in the his-
tory of America to know the difference in the cost of production.
We ought to know one other thing. We ought to know whether
the industry is controlled by a combination or a monopoly which
dominates the market in this country.

Having ascertained that there is a control of markets by a
monopoly or combination, a tariff committee or a tariff commis-
sion should ascertain whether there is any difference in the
labor cost in that product and in the competing foreign product.
Having ascertained exactly what that shade of difference is,
the duty should be cut down to the bare level of that difference
in the wage cost. There may be a difference in the rates of in-
terest on capital; there may be a difference in other conditions
that would make the American product cost more to produce,
but the American producer is not entitled to have those things
considered when, under the shield of protection afforded him by
the Government, he builds up monopolies and combinations to
destroy one of the vital principles of the protective system,
namely, competition between him and other domestic producers.

I wonld not make the labor employed by trusts suffer because
the trust does wrong; but I would, if possible, take away from
that combination or monopoly every hair's breadth of protection
except what would go to the labor.

Mr. President, I will hasten along. I had just concluded
stating what the German Government has done in the way of

ll;e\'ls[ng the tariff, in sharp contrast with what we are doing
ere,
AUSTRIA-HUNGARY.

In preparation for the revision of the Austria-Hungarian
tariff, which took place at the same time as the German revi-
sion, information was obtained as to the cost of the production
of every article covered by the tariff, the prices at home and
in the prinecipal foreign countries, the information filling nearly
100 volumes carefully digested. The tariff bill submitted by
the Government to parlinment was accompanied by a compre-
hensive statement, giving succinctly the reasons in every case
for the various changes made in the tariff of that Government.

FRANCE.

The French parliament has been at work on a revision of the
tariff for two years. .

The committee on tariffs consists of 32 members of the Cham-
ber of Deputies. This committee formed a subcommittee for
each schedule of the tariff. In submitting recommendations
to the Chamber for changes in the tariff, the committee accom-
panied them by reports, in which reasons were stated for all
changes in the tariff which the committee proposed to make, the
reasons going into such questions as the cost of production at
home and abroad, the extent of competition, the rates of duty
at home and in foreign countries, and every detail which could
be necessary to determine the correctness of the rate.

These reports, Mr. President, sum up the testimony before
the committee and before its subcommittees on different sched-
ules, and are accessible in detail to the members of the legis-
lature. Oh, there was something, Mr. President, that would
give information to the members of the French parlinment in
guiding them in the discharge of their duty. Mark with what
deliberation they proceeded! It was in February when this great
committee of 32 members reported their bill to the French par-
liament. Were they asked in twenty-four hours to submit to
seeing that bill forced to immediate consideration under the
pressure and power of a one-man control? No, no; not that.
The bill was reported in February. They were allowed from
that time to the 11th of May—three months' time, with all pos-
sible information furnished to them—to study the bill in the
light of all the testimony bearing upon the subject.

UNDUE HASTE PREVENTS SENATORS FROM MASTERING THE BILL.

Mr. President, I ask you to contrast with such methods of
legislation the course pursued with this bill. The pending bill
came into the Senate for its consideration on the 19th of April
It was presented here, a brief statement was made by the chair-
man, and at once we were called upon to take up the considera-
tion of the bill by paragraphs. We had proceeded but a few
days, the sessions beginning at 12 o’clock, when a motion
was made by the chairman that the sessions should begin
at 11 o'clock. Senators who wanted to know what they were
doing felt severely this cutting down of their time for investi-
gation. No Senators were wasting those hours spent out of this
Chamber. It was suggested in the course of debate that a little
more time be given to Senators to investigate and study these
schedules in their rooms, and less time wasted on this floor in
trying to force Senators to vote upon them in ignorance more or
less complete, would in the end be a saving of time. But, no:
that could make no appeal to the chairman of the Committee on
Finance. He drove on and on with his grim determination to
force this bill through. Soon Senators were called to meet here
at 10 o'clock, and a little later the sessions were extended to 11
o'clock at night, thus cutting off entirely all opportunity for
Senators to do any work upon the bill out of session.

Mr, President, I do not want to transgress the rules of the
Senate by imputing improper motives to any man, but it is right
for the country to know that Senators who have asked for more
time are not laggards, are not indolent, are not wasting any
time that they may have outside the sessions, but that they
wanted every moment of their time, from the hour when this bill
came from the Finance Committee, to devote, with such poor
means as they have, to conscientious study and Investigation of
the paragraphs of this bill and their bearing upon the public
interest.

I go further, and I say that to deny them that opportunity
and to intimate that they are derelict in their duty in not will-
ingly coming here and spending the entire day and half of the
night in voting through these schedules when they and other
Senators are in blind ignorance in respect to them—I say that
this intimation which has been made here calls for the counter
statement that somebody wants to get this bill through this
Senate without its provisions being known.

Mr. I'resident

Mr. BRISTOW.
quorum,

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
congin yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I donot. I leave it to the Chair
to determine whether it is necessary; whether any Senator, as
suggested by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] yesterday,
has not a right to rise on this floor and demand the presence
of a quorum whenever, in his opinion, the Senate is proceeding
without a guorum. I should have preferred not to have raised
this question ; but since it comes up, I leave it to the Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Senator from Wisconsin
¥yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did not yield..

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Senator from Kansas
[AMr. Bristow] has not the floor.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, may I make an inquiry?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
¥yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want to make an inquiry as to
whether the Senator from Kansas got recognition of the Chair?
That is all I want to know.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from no State other
than Wisconsin has received recognition of the present occu-
pant of the chair.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not mean “the present occupant
of the chair.” I wanted merely to know whether the record
showed that the Benator from Kansas got recognition of the
Chair. I am not talking abeut yielding.

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin now
has the floor, and has had the floor since the present occupant
of the chair resumed the chair.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am aware of that, Mr. President; but I
was merely asking for information as to whether the Senator
from Kansas did have the recognition of the Chair. Of course
if the present occupant does mot know, I can mot pursue my
inquiry.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has
the floor.

Mr, BEVERIDGE. I hope the present occupant of the chair
understands that I am not seeking to embarrass him.

NO COXSIDERATION OF THE CONSUMER.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, on June 1 the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Smoor] made an address on this floor. He
laid down here what I think may be fairly taken as the rule
which guided the Committee on Finance in framing this bill
I shall read what he said. I read from page 2614 of the Recogrp,
beginning at the bottom of the first column on that page:

In the enactment of a tariff law there are other parties concerned
than the manufacturers and the importers of the article. The United
Btates Government is Immediately concerned that proper and consistent
revenues be collected upon all dutiable articles. The public with
money available for investment is also concerned—

That is the second party in interest—

that duties should not be levied solely for the protectlon of existing
manufacturers or for the advantage of existing importers. BSuch uni-
form and consistent duties shounld be levied as will not conserve mo-
nopoly of any lines, and that all may have an equal opporiunity for
the investment of capital and the embarkment m every possible legiti-
mate enterprise. In that view the committee proceeded.

The Senator from Utah stated that the Government was con-
cerned as to its revenues and that people with money to in-
vest were concerned. But nowhere in the list of those who were
to be considered in the making of a tariff bill, nowhere in the
list of the parties concerned, is the consumer mentioned or
apparently thought of.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly, I will

Mr. SMOOT. 1 may have been unfortunate and unhappy in
my expression, but I wish to ecall the Senator’s attention to
these words:

Such uniform and consistent duties should be levied as will not con-
serve monomly of any lines, and that all may have an equal oppor-

tunity for t investment of capital and the embarkment in every possi-
ble legitimate euterprise.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, yes; I read that, Mr. President.
1 think it ig perfectly plain that this committee was giving spe-
cial consideration to those who had capital to invest, to those
who were already in business, and those who had more money
to go into business,

They were considered; the revenue inter-

ests of the Government were considered; but, Mr. President,
the party who brought about this revision of the tariff at this
time—Mr. Consumer, a numerous individual, whose interests
are very considerable—is not mentioned or referred to by the
Serpator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] as worthy of consideration.
And it seems to me, from such examination as I have made of
this bill, that he was not considered when the bill was framed.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield further to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. May I ask the Senator what percentage of the
American people are consumers that are not also producers?

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. Well, Mr. President, I am not going
into any hair-splitting speculation such as that. I am dis-
cussing this question upon lines which I do not think admit of
an interrogatory of that sort. The Senator from Utah, the
members of the Finance Committee, the Republican party, and
this administration, charged with the responsibility of revising
this tariff, having that revision forced upon them by the body
of the people of this country who buy the things which are
protected by rates which the President himself says over and
over again are too high, will answer that guestion at another
time when the answer will be heeded.

Mr. President, that is the way it seems to me this bill is
framed. I do not now propose to discuss any schedule other
than the cotton schedule. I shall ask the indulgence of the
Senate again when we come to the woolen schedule and when
we return to certain items passed over in other schedules. With
my best diligence, I have been gathering some information out-
side of the testimony taken by the Ways and Means Committee,
and outside of any information which has been furnished by
the Finance Committee. When we come to some of those items
that have been passed over that are of importance to the
people of this country, I shall have a few facts to lay before
the Senate relating to those rates. To begin with, Mr. Presi-
dent, we may well consider, first of all, how the rates have been
advanced in the cotton schedule.

INCEEASES OF GREAT DECREASES OF LITTLE IMPORTANCE.

It has been contended here in the course of this debate, and
it has been reasserted several times in the discussion of the
cotton schedule by the Senator from Rhode Island, that there
were no increases of duoties whatever made in this schedule
as reported by the Senate Finance Committee. On page 1723
of the Recorp, Mr. ArpricH said at the conclusion of the speech
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] :

I expect to show when I take the floor that there are mo increases in
the eotton schedule of the bill at all.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge], as I now re-
member, reiterated that statement. : :

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield further to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just for a question.
question, I will yield.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Massachusetts is not in the
Chamber, and I want to say this in his behalf: In the speech
or in the statement which he made, he said there was no equiva-
lent ad valorem duty advanced.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I shall come to that, Mr. President. I
assure the Senator from Utah that I will not overlook any
material point in the discussion of this schedule. The Senator
from Rhode Island said, because I have his words before me,
at the conclusion of the address of the Senator from Iowa:

1 expect to show when I take the floor that there are no increases in
the cox?tun schedule of the bill at all.

Mr. President, the value of imports of cotton cloth in 1907,
according to the Estimated Revenues furnished by the Finance
Committee, was $13,880,614; the revenue from it was $5,362,-
99940, or an average ad valorem of 38.6 per cent. Under the
proposed bill the Finance Committee estimates the revenue from
the same imports at $6,051,880, or an average ad valorem of 43.6
per cent. So that, notwithstanding the statement of the chair-
man of the committee, according to his own figures as furnished
to this body, the new bill shows an increase of 13 per cent in the
duty on cotton cloth over the Dingley rates.

I have not forgotten that the Senator from Massachusetts
gaid, speaking of the bill generally, that there were something
over 300 decreases and only about 30 increases in rates in this
bill. I have not forgotten, Mr. President, that the Senatcr from
Rhode Island furnished to the Senate a statement purporting
to show the increases and the decreases which this bill proposes
in existing rates. He gave the decreases in very great detail in
his statement, but when it came to the increases he dismissed

If it is for a
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the entire subject with a very brief reference. The list of re-
ductions fills 23 pages of his printed document, while the in-
creases are enumerated on less than a page, the impression
being given that the increases are few and of relatively small
importance. But an examination of the table of Estimated
Revenues compiled by the Finance Committee will show con-
clusively that the increases of duty were of far greater impor-
tance than one was led to believe from the presentation made in
the pamphlet submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island, and
of far greater importance than the decreases.
REAL EFFECT OF THE PROPOSED CHANGES.

I therefore requested the Secretary of Commerce and Labor
to have prepared a table based upon the figures furnished in
the Finance Committee's Estimate of Revenues, showing in sepa-
rate columns the value of the imports on which the duties are
unchanged, on which the duties are increased, and on which the
duties are decreased, and the per cent of increase or decrease
in each ease. This table was accordingly compiled and sum-
marized by schedules, and the whole recapitulated by the Bu-
reau of Statistics of the Department of Commerce and Labor.
The result of this work affords the most complete and most in-
structive presentation yet made of the changes proposed in the
present tariff law by the pending bill, so far as these changes
are definitely shown on the face of the bill. There are, how-
ever, sweeping increases of duty of which such a compilation

- could not take account, which will be produced by changes in
phraseology and new general provisions, I will refer to these
hereafter,

This compilation shows how absurd it is to undertake to judge
the effect of the changes in this bill by counting the number of
increases and the number of decreases of duty. The utter ir-
relevancy of such a comparison is obvious. It can mean noth-
ing, and it can mislead no thinking man,

I wish to say that ultimately I purpose to publish this entire
table for the use of Senators who may care to consult it; but
I desire to have incorporated in it day by day such changes as
may be made, so that when this bill is in the final stage and
the time comes for a vote upon it in the Senate it will be pos-
sible to have before us on very short order a reasonably accu-
rate statement of the actual changes which it makes in the
tariff duties.

One of the pages of this document has a recapitulation——

Mr, NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a minute?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will

Mr. NELSON. It will probably be some days before the Sen-
ator’s speech is published, and therefore I should be very glad
if the Senator would have the statement to which he has re-
ferred, received from the Department of Commerce and Labor,
printed in to-morrow’s Recorp for the information of the
Senate.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And as a document.

Mr. NELSON. And as a document, :

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just as soon as I can spare it from
my work on the floor I will be very glad to have it printed. I
have no duplicate of it.

Mr. NELSON. Could not the Senator have a copy made, so
that we could have it printed?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It would take several days to make a
copy of it. It is a voluminous document. It will take about
iwo days or three days after it goes to the printer before it
can be returned; but just as soon as I can dispense with it T
will have it printed. I ask unanimous consent now that I may
have this table prepared by the Bureau of Statistics of the De-
partment of Commerce and Labor printed as a Senate document
as soon as I can submit it to the printer.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Sentor from Wisconsin? No objection is heard, and it
is =0 ordered.

INCREASES DO NOT ALL APPEAR ON FACE OF BILL.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Turning to the recapitulation of that
table I find that the total value of the goods affected by the in-
creases of duty is nearly $102,000,000, while the value of arti-
cles affected by reductions of duty is but slightly over 366,-
000,000, or about two-thirds of the value of the goods upon
which the duty has been raised. Furthermore, while the aver-
age per cent of reduction is 31.16 per cent, the average increase
of duty is 86.73 per cent.

Nearly 15 per cent of the value of all the imports in 1907
is affected by increases of duty and less than 10 per cent by
reductions of duty—over 75 per cent of all the imports remain-
ing subject to the same rates as under the Dingley Act. The
last point, however, requires a serious qualification, for while
many of the articles enumerated in the tariff nominally remain
subject to the same rates of duty as they did under the Ding-
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ley Act, a large number of them will, as a matter of fact, be
subject to considerably higher rates, either as a result of new
wording in different paragraphs, or as the result of new classi-
fleation, as is notably the case with the cotton schedule, and
finally as a result of the new provision for valuation, which will
greatly increase the valuation for duty purposes of goods sub-
Jject to ad valorem rates of duty, or subject to duties which vary
gcmrdmg to the valuation placed upon the goods at the custom-
ouse.

I do not know whether Senators have given consideration to
this new provision, but we are soon to have a new measure
for the valuation of foreign imports upon which these duties are
to be reckoned. No longer is the valuation to be determined ae-
cording to the rule which has always prevailed, according to the
foreign value of the goods imported, but we are to have a new
standard fixed, a standard which, I think, will put into the
hands of interested parties in this country the fixing of the
value of the imports on which the duties are to be based.

Of the 14 schedules comprising the tariff there are only 4
in which reductions affect a larger volume of goods than the
increases. These are the earthenware, metals, wood, and sugar
schedules.

This tabulation, prepared by the Department of Commerce
and Labor, shows that the increases of duty in the cotton sched-
ule affect imports valued at more than $10,000,000 in 1907, while
the reductions affect the ridieulously small sum of less than
$45,000. Nearly twenty-one and a half million dollars’ worth of
imports are nominally left by the bill subject to the same duties
as under the Dingley law. As a matter of fact the splendid
analysis of the changes in the phraseology of the cotton schedule
made by the Senator from Iowa, supplemented by the illustra-
tions by actual samples which I propose to submit to the Senate,
abundantly prove the fact that the greater part of imports
comliug in under the cotton schedule will be subject to inereased
duties.

Mr. President, starting with paragraph 310, I wish to call
the attention of the Senate to the increases made in rates in
the cotton schedule. Taking first cotton yarn, on all numbers
up to and including No. 15, the percentage of increase over ex-
isting duties is 24.46 per cent. The increase on yarn No. 18
over cxisting duties is 41.95 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. T know the Senator wants to be perfectly fair.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am perfectly fair. I am quoting the
table prepared by the Bureau of Statistics——

Mr, SMOOT. I just wanted to call attention——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (continuing). Based upon the figures
which your committee submitted to the Senate. If they are not
fair, the fault lies in your own figures, and the matter must be
settled some way between you and the bureau.

Mr, SMOOT. It is settled here in the Senate. And I want to
call the Senator’s attention to the faet that an amendment has
already been adopted which is a decrease on that number of
yarn.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As you reported the bill the rate was
a decided increase on that number of yarn. Your statement
suggests one thing I did not eall attention to, and that is the
matter of committee amendments. I am very much obliged to
the Senator——

* Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a moment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de-
clines to yield, as the Chair understands,

COMPLETE RILL WAS XOT REPORTED.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am very much obliged to the Senator
from Utah. I overlooked that. This bill came in April 19, and
we were forced to consider it. It purports to be a “ reported
bilL” It never was a reported bill. We have not a reported
bill to-day. Every day the chairman or some other member
of the committee stands up bere and makes a new report on the
bill. When are we to know what kind of a bill this committee
will report? We were entitled to have the schedules of this bill
reported complete, subject, of course, to modifications now and
then to correct errors. But that is not the plan which this com-
mittee pursues. Senafors go to work and investigate a schedule,
and investigate it thoroughly, crowded as they are for time by
this programme, meager as is the information contained in a
mass of printed volumes. When Senators have done the best
they can and a schedule comes up for consideration, then the
chairman takes the floor and hour after hour introduces amend-
ments changing the whole character of the schedule. Those
amendments are introduced, and no Senator can tell what is
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their significance or effect as they are read from the clerk’s
desk. Then we are called upon to vote. This daily amendment
of the bill by the Finance Committee stamps the character of
the bill and the work of the committee.

Mr. President, returning to the subject upon which the Sen-
ator from Utah interrupted me. No. 18 yarn is increased, as
reported, 41.95 per cent over the existing rate. And upon what
basis? We imported in 1907 only $46 worth of that class of
yarn.

Take the next. I do not know whether they have——

Mr. BEVERIDGE., Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator mean an increase of 42
per cent or an increase to 42 per cent?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I mean an increase of 42 per cent over
the existing rate,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In addition to the existing rate?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE., Yes. I will tell you just what the two
rates were. The table will show.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1 =ee.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. One was 14.09 per cent and the other
20 per cent, and an increase in rates from 14.09 to 20 is an
increase of 41.95.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And that on an article of which there
have been only $46 of imports? .

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Forty-six dollars’ worth imported into
this country in the fiscal year 1907.

Look at the next item. On yarn No. 20 the per cent of in-
crease over the existing duty is 107.25.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the-Senator takes that up——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly.

M;. BEVERIDGE. If it does not interrupt the Senator too
much——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let me conclude.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And the imports of yarn of that num-
ber was $9,439.

BOME STARTLING ADVANCES IN DUTIES.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to ask where the increase is so
enormous and the imports are only $46, what is the explana-
tion of the Finance Committee of that raise?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I want to take up each one of these
items, and an interruption at every line for an explanation by
some one else would not only protract my discussion of this
schedule for several days—and I should like to get through
to-day if I can—but would, of course, destroy the continuity
of my argumenf. Whatever criticism I make here will go into
the Recorp, and if any member of the committee thinks it
worth while, he ean take it up seriatim and reply to it. I hope
the Senator will

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I see that. That is quite true. But the
Senator’s first statement was somewhat startling, and I was
‘surprised that the Committee on Finance

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I beg the Senator from Indiana not
to be startled yet. [Laughter in the galleries.]

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Occupants of the galleries will
please refrain from demonstrations.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On yarn No. 25 the percentage of in-
crease is 42,76 per cent; the value of imports $26,042. On yarn
No. 30 the percentage of increase is 11.42; the imports, $7,180.
The next one is a small increase. You might have thought they
would have overlooked it—5.6 per cent on imports valued at
$2,878.

The next increase in that schedule is on yarn numbered 90;
increase 17.58 per cent, and only $923 worth imported. The
next increase is on yarn, colored, bleached, dyed, combed, or
advanced beyond the condition of singles by grouping or twist-
ing two or more single yarns together, and on the numbers up
to and including No. 20 the per cent of increase is 36.66. The
value of imports was $149485. Of yarn No. 21 of that de-
seription the per cent of increase is 98.72 and the imports were

008,

On the next number, No. 22, the per cent of increase is 110.44
and the imports $8,109. On yarn No. 24 of that class the per
cent of increase is 61.71; the value of importations was $73,313.
On yarn No. 25 the per cent of increase is 59.24, nearly 60 per
cent, and the value of importations was $25,702.

You may search the testimony given by cotton manufacturers
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House, when

they appeared in person before that committee, subject to cross-
examination, and you will not find that they ever asked for
that increase. You can not find a line of testimony from them
suggesting that they desired any inecrease in the rates of the
cotton schedule excepting a letter submitted after the public
hearings were closed and which was tucked away in the ap-
pendix to the printed hearings, where is was discovered by the
Senator from Jowa [Mr. Dorriver]. It was from a IRhode
Island manufacturer. It was a reguest for a special duty on
mercerization.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Several found their way into the bill,
inclnding mercerization.

NECESSITY FOR COTTON INCREASE IS DISCOVERED AFTER HEARINGS CLOSED.

Mr. LA FOLLETTH. But is it not strange that the cotton
manufacturers did not discover that they required an increase
in duties until after the hearings before the Committee on
Ways and Means of the House had closed? It was only after
the-hearings were closed that a document emanating from one
of the manufacturers disclosed the “ necessity ' for any increase
in rates on cotton.

: t]:ir. DOLLIVER. The document was in the form of a
etter

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Towa?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. I shall be glad to have the
Senator state the facts.

Mr. DOLLIVER. From Mr. Lippitt and Mr. MacColl, pur-
porting to be a committee representing the Arkwright Club.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Asking for what?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Asking for four or five things, including
mftl;cerizatlon. practically all of which they got out of both com-
mittees.

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. On yarn No. 26 of the deseription of
which I was speaking when I digressed the increase of duty is
53.56 per cent and the value of imports for the year 1907 was
only $8,865.

On yarn No. 27 of this description the per cent of increase
g;i‘i Otho existing rate is 17.10 per cent and value of imports

On yarn No. 28 the increase is 42.45 per cent and value of im-
ports $14,951.

On yarn No. 29 the increase is 74.58 per cent and value of im-
ports $330.

On yarn No. 30 the increase is 36.99 per cent and value of
imports $94,595. !

On yarn No. 32 the increase is 22.43 per cent and value of
imports only $11,375.

On yarn No. 33 the increase is 50.51 per cent and value of im-
ports $3,192.

On yarn No. 34 the increase is 62.02 per cent and the value of
imports $8,178. ]

On yarn No. 35 the increase is 27.42 per cent and value of im-
ports $13,788.

On yarn No. 36 the increase is 5.44 per cent and value of im-
ports $117,114.

On yarn No. 37, the increase is 44.68 per cent, and value of
imports $236.

On yarn No. 38, the increase is 37.29 per cent, and value of
imports $52,554.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would it bother the Senator to again
state what the percentage of increase is on No. 37, of which
the imports are $2367

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Forty-four and sixty-eight one-hun-
dredths per cent, while on No. 40, with $266,123 of imports, the
inerease is 2.80 per cent.

On yarn No. 41, the increase is 12.21 per cent, and value of
imports $14,774.

On yarn No. 42, the increase is 33.90 per cent, and value of
imports $4,080.

Yarn No. 44, with $9,839 of imports, escaped without any in-
crease. I do not know how it did it, but somebody must have
been off duty for a few minutes.

On yarn No. 45, the increase is 12.31 per cent, and value of
imports $17,135.

On No. 46, in spite of the fact that there was a whole dollar’s
worth imported, the duty was not increased.

On yarn No. 47, the increase is 2.59 per cent, and value of
imports $2,016.

On yarn No. 48, with $24,000 of imports, the duty is not in-
creased.

On yarn No. 50, with $107,000 of imports, the duty is not
increased.

On yarn No. 52, with $28 of imports, the duty is not inereased.

On yarn No. 53, the increase is 34.70 per cent, and the value
of imports $202,
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On yarn No. 67, the increase is 44.09 per cent, and the value
of imports $196.

The next increase is on yarn No. 250. The increase is 33.33
per cent, and the value of imports was $104.

On yarn No. 270, the increase is 54.42 per cent, and the value
of imports was $23|.

ADVANCES IN COTTON CLOTH DUTIES.

Coming now to cotton cloth, I find some very interesting re-
sults. Of cotton cloth, not exceeding 50 threads to the square
inch, counting the warp and filling, and not bleached, dyed,
colored, stained, painted, or printed, the total imports in 1907
were only $16,274, and yet this committee increased the duty on
it 125.02 per cent. Upon cloth of that same count and kind when
bleached the increase is 460.29 per cent, and the total value
of the imports under the present duty was only $5,149. In ask-
ing the Senator from Indiana not to get startled awhile ago
at a little increase of 42 per cent I sought in a measure to fore-
warn him of such things as this.

This is the class of imports which have been brought in
through a loophole, as it were, in the Dingley law at very low
duties—the etamines of which we have heard, by which such
fearful raids have been made on the revenues. They were
imported at a low duty—too low—but, low as it was, the im-
portations in 1907 amounted to only $5149. This is the sort
of justification which has been offered here by this committee
for increasing the duties on over ten millions of dollars of im-
ports in this schedule. It would seem that these increases of
125 per cent and 460 per cent alone would cure the defect. On
the dyed, colored, stained, painted, and printed cloth of that
count, the increase is 50.01 per cent, and the total value of
imports $5,450,

Mr, DOLLIVER. If the Senator will permit me, it will still
further illuminate that item to carry out the figures. The aver-
age ad valorem of that §5,000 importation under paragraph 312
was only about 18 cents a yard, showing that the amount upon
which this enormous increase arose was practically negligible,
because it must have been valued at about 50 cents a yard.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, Mr. President, following these
increases, we come next to the rates on cloth not exceeding 100
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and

_not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, but
valued at over T cents per square yard. I find that this quality
of cloth is marked with a big “L,” which, we are informed
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance, means luxury.
When you find an “ L " on a line here you want to look out for
trouble. In order to make these raises or increases of duty
reach as many items as possible, a new standard of luxuries
has been erected here for the people of the country. According
to this new standard, anybody who wears coarse cotton cloth
worth over T cents a yard indulges in luxury, and if the people
will have these *“ luxuries " they must pay the tariff fixed by this
committee,

On this particular “luxury,” coarse, unbleached cotton cloth
valued at over 7 cents per square yard, the committee has in-
ereased the tariff rate 51.52 per cent, and the value of the im-
ports for a whole year was only $17,446.

On the same count of cloth, bleached and valued at over 9
cents per yard, the duty is increased 44.60 per cent, and the
value of imports was only $76,106, an importation to which the
n:;}st uétm and unreasonable protectionist could hardly have
objected.

ME. LIPPITT SAYS IMPORTATIONS ARE HEALTHY REGULATION.

Mr. DOLLIVER. It may fortify the Senator’s view in that
particular to know that Mr. Lippitt said before the House com-
mittee, distinctly referring to all the importations of cotton
clotih, that they were only a healthy regulation of the cotton
trade.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Senator from Iowa.
member that now.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Who is Mr. Lippitt? I do not know.

Mr. DOLLIVER. He appeared there as the representative
of the Arkwright Club, of Boston.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What is the Arkwright Club?

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is the cotton manufacturers’ association
of New England.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Lippitt, if I may supplement what
the Senator from Iowa has said, is one of six men Or six families
who control the great cotton industry of Rhode Island. Mr.
Lippitt is a man who has been on hand here whenever tariffs
were to be revised as the spokesman of the cotton industry.
Mr. Lippitt is the head and front of the cotton organization in
Rhode Island. He did not represent, Mr. President, the great
body of the people of Rhode Island when he sent his letter up
here asking for some increases, after he had appeared before

I re-

the Ways and Means Committee and stated that the conditions
were satisfactory to the cotton industry under the Dingley tar-
iff, any more than he represents in his views as a member of the
Republican party the rank and file and the great body of voters
of that party in Rhode Island.

What excuse or justification is there for moving up these
rates when the importations are so meager? You may devise
some fine-spun, sophistical argument based on comparisons of
the ad valorems in 1899 and 1907, but I believe that when the
Senate comes to go into that fine-spun theory and analyze it
and dissect it, the Committee on Finance will not find it a very
substantial foundation en which to go to the country for ap-
proval of these enormous increases.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but I
want to get this matter clear in my mind, if I ean. Mr. Lippitt,
it is said, represents the cotton industry. Did I understand the
Senator from Iowa or the Senator from Wisconsin to say that
he first appeared before the Ways and Means Committee of the
House and expressed himself as satisfied with the present duty?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not
hear his question. Will he please repeat it?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. Do I understand that this
gentleman first appeared before the Ways and Means Committee
of the House and expressed himself satisfied with the present
rates, and that it was a good regulation of the cotton industry,
and then later wrote a letter asking for increases?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was that the case?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think, Mr. President, t!mt I will be
able to furnish the statements.

- Mr. ?BEVERIDGE. What reason did he give in his letter,
any

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I beg pardon.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is a curious sitmation. Did he
give any reason in his letter for changing his views of a few
geeks ?before, before the Ways and Means Committee of the

ouse

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will submit it at a later time in the
discussion.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did I understand the Senator rightly?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have not got it right at hand, but I
have a reference to it. The Senator is right in the assumption
that he——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That he first appeared before the Ways
and Means Committee of the House and said the present rates
were satisfactory——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Perhaps the Senator from Iowa may .
have the statement right there at hand.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And later on he said——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will recur to it again. I will see
that it gets into the REcorD.

Mr. DOLLIVER and Mr. SMITH of Michigan addressed the

Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from
Wisconsin yield?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE.
[Mr. DoLLIVER].

Mr. DOLLIVER. My recollection is that the cotton hearings
were held in December. Will my friend from Michigan give
me the memorandum of the date?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. December 1.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Lippitt's appearance before the Ways
and Means Committee in connection with Mr. MacColl was
December 1, and on January 15, 1909, he writes a letter to Mr.
PAYNE, chairman of the committee, containing suggestions as to
amendments, in which he was joined by Mr. James R. MacColl,
both representing themselves as delegates or representatives of
the Arkwright Club.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Michigan says he has
that statement. Is it brief?

Mr. BMITH of Michigan. I have the statement, and I was
just examining it, if the Senator from Wisconsin will permit me.

DINGLEY COTTON RATES HIGH ENOUGH, SAYS ME. LIPPITT.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Has the Senator the letter which was
presented before the Ways and Means Committee by Mr, Lippitt
after the hearings?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was just——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He appeared before the Ways and Means
Ceceamittee of the House and said that the present law was satis-
factory. Then later he puts in a letter to the effect that it is
not?

I yield to the Senator from Iowa
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will put it in later.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. - )

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The statement to which the Sena-
tor from Iowa referred, which I hold in my hand, is very im-
portant. In it Mr. Lippitt says:

The form of the present cotton tariff is the result of many efforts,
and considering the wide variety of products it covers, has stood the
test of practical operation fairly well. It has been the object of many
legal attacks, in the course of which the terms used have, for the most
part, been given careful legal definitions, and therefore should not be
disturbed. Some minor features, however, are still in controversy and
may need elucidation, but the present cotton situation as a whole has
resulted in establishing in this country a great industry, widely dis-
tributed, employing many people and much capital. It has regulated,
but not prevented, importations; has made moderate profits and rea-
Eﬁﬁi‘.’;ﬁ wages possible to the capitalist and laborer, but is not a

We ask, therefore, that the present schedule shall not be materially
changed, and that cotton manufacturers be allowed to continue the op-
eration and further development of this important industry under the
same tariff conditions that now prevail.

I was just reading this testimony, Mr. President, and am
very glad indeed to give the Senate the benefit of it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit
me, I will ask the Senator to read the last sentence in the
testimony of Mr. Lippitt also.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The statement throughout indi-
cates that Mr. Lippitt, whoever he is, and I do not have the
honor of his acquaintance, seems to be largely identified with
this industry, and has indicated that the present rates are
quite satisfactory.

Now, Mr. President, I do not hesitate for one moment to say
that if this schedule reported from the Finance Committee does
raise the Dingley rates, I would not under any circumstances
vote for it. I do not see any justification for it, and one of
the leading cotton manufacturers says they ask no increase in
rates. The Senate has not hesitated to cut the duty on the
products of my State. I have no complaint to offer, but I
shall under no circumstances chst my vote in favor of increas-
ing the rate of duty upon this class of goods when those who
are engaged in their manufacture ask no further assistance at
our hands.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not wish this cotton
schedule passed by the Senate until I have completed what I
have to say about it. I can not conclude to-day, or, at least, T
prefer to yield the floor for the present, if I can be recognized
to continue at a later time.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I would inquire whether
there is anything in the rules that would prevent the Senator
from going on? If so, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
. ator be allowed to proceed when he feels in condition to do so.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suppose that I could
do that; but before the Senate shall take up and pass this cotton
schedule, I should be glad to be permitted to have completed
my argument, upon which I wish to base some amendments to
be offered to the Senate for their consideration; but I have
spoken for a considerable time, and I do not want to go on now,
unless compelled to do so.

Mr., NEWLANDS. Mr., President, I ask unanimous con-
sent

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was waiting for the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin to yield the floor, so that the Senator from
Nevada might be recognized. The Senator from Nevada has
not yet been recognized by the Chair. If the Senator from Wis-
consin will yield to the Senator from Nevada, the Chair will
gladly put the request.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to
me for that purpose?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I yield temporarily for that purpose.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is all the Chair desires to
ascertain.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not want to yield the floor,

Mr. NEWLANDS. I now ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi-
dent, in view of the physical condition of the Senator from Wis-
consin, that he be permitted to proceed when he is ready to
proceed with his argument upon this schedule.

Mr., ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is not necessary to ask
that consent. The Senator from Wisconsin can yield the floor
and can proceed at any time he pleases during the consideration
of the bill.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator from Rhode
Island that I do not wish to proceed with my argument against
the adoption of this schedunle after the schedule has been passed.

AMr. ALDRICH. The schedule can not be entirely passed to-
day, I assume. There are a large number of paragraphs. I

sﬁ?uld, however, like to have a vote upon the pending propo-
sition,

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I shounld like to suggest that
the attitude of the Senate on these amendments will be deter-
mined by its attitode on the amendment which I have offered
to paragraph 312, so far as these new specific duties are con-
cerned. It is not my purpose to offer these amendments, but
to take the sense of the Senate upon the propriety of them.
Therefore I should not like to have a vote taken upon the
amendment which I have offered, or even upon the amendment
of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 313, until the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin has concluded his remarks.

Mr. ALDRICH. The pending amendment is the amendment
of the Finance Committee to paragraph 313.

ThetVICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island is
correct.

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER]
has given notice of an amendment, which is not now in order,
and which, I think, does not affect this question at all; that is,
it does not in my mind. The pending amendment can be voted
on. We can not certainly hold this schedule up indefinitely for
Senators, as this bill must be disposed of.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would be very glad to finish to-mor-
row, but I should like to have an opportunity, if I can——

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be very glad to have a time fixed
for taking a vote on all the paragraphs in this schedule. If
that conclusion can be reached, I have no objection to having
the speeches of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DorLLiver] and the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lo FoLLETTE] made at their con-
venience; but, unless we can reach an understanding about the
vote upon the schedule, I certainly shall have to ask the Senate
to proceed with its consideration.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator
from Rhode Island whether he expects or intends, if it is in his
power, to complete the consideration of the cotton schedule at
the session to-day?

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no expectation about it. I am de-
sirous of getting a vote upon all these paragraphs and sched-
ules at the earliest possible moment; but if an understanding
can be reached that a vote shall be taken at some time to-
morrow, without further discussion on this schedule, I shall be
very glad to have that done. :

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President ;

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair assumes that the Sen-
ator from- Wisconsin [Mr. La ForrerTe] yields for this general
discussion.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I would suggest to the Senator from Rhode
Island that the principle involved in all of the Senate com-
mittee amendments, which convert the ad valorems of the law
of 1897 into specific equivalents in the Senate bill, is the same,
Therefore, having only a desire to have the sense of the Senate
taken upon the propriety of the amendments advancing these
rates, it seems to me that no time would be gained by post-
poning the discussion until other paragraphs are reached. I
should like the whole discussion to be confined to this first one,
which involves them all, so that thereafter the amendments
might be adopted without further debate and without even a
roll call of the Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, Mr. President, I would suggest—I do
not know how much more time the Senator from Wisconsin
requires——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not know exactly. I could make
better progress if I were a little refreshed; that is all, I can go
on now if it is vital that I should do so.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I would snggest that we agree
to take a vote upon all the items in this schedule, for I assume
that, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DorLriver] says, the first
amendment of the committee to paragraph 813 will really dis-
pose of the question. If the Senate should adopt the committee
amendment to paragraph 313, it involves all the same guestions
in the other paragraphs pertaining to cloth. I would suggest
that at 12 o'clock to-morrow we take a vote upon the paragraphs
of the cotton schedule, without further discussion.

Mr. NEWLANDS. 1 would suggest to the Senator from Rhode
Island that it is hardly fair, when we are now discussing a
particular paragraph in a particular schedule, in which there
are a number of paragraphs, to insist, as a condition of the right
of the Senator from Wisconsin to speak to-morrow upon this
particular paragraph, that the Senate should, by unanimous
consent, agree that it shall vote upon all the paragraphs.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing to extend the time if the Sen-

ator desires it. The paragraphs of this schedule are practically
unchanged, except the four paragraphs in relation to extending
specific duties. I want myself to explain to the Senate the pur-
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pose of the committee and the effects of these changes, but I
can do it in half an hour at any time. My purpose, however,
is to get rid of this schedule. If 12 o'clock is too early, I will
suggest 3 o'clock to-morrow. ZLet us fix some time at which we
can come to a conclusion upon this paragraph. It has been dis-
cussed now for two days; and it seems to me that all sides of
it have been pretty well covered. I assume that everybody is
anxious to get a vote on this proposition sooner or later. I cer-
tainly do not expect to take exceeding an hour in any event,
and I do not know of anyone else on the committee who in-
tends to take much time. There may be some questions asked
that would have to be answered.

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island
why can not this schedule be passed over?

Mr. ALDRICH. No.

Mr. BURKETT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For-
LETTE] is making a general discussion of this paragraph now.
Two members of the Committee on Finance have occupied con-
siderable time, and, in my opinion, somebody ought to take more
than an hour in answer to some of the things which have been
stated by the Senator from Wisconsin. If we could pass the
paragraph over and have some other paragraph considered——

Mr. ALDRICH. My own judgment is that ten minutes will
satisfy anyone in the. Senate as to the correctness of the atti-
tude of the committee; and that will only apply, of course, to
suggestions which have been made, whatever they may be.

Mr. BURKETT., Why not let it go over and take up another
paragraph?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; that can not be done.

Mr. BURKETT. Then, Mr. President, it seems to me we
could take up other paragraphs and to fill up the time until the
Senator from Wisconsin can get some rest.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see why we should do that. Prob-
ably other Senators are ready to discuss this matter. If we
can get an agreement for a time to vote, I will say now that we
shall not have any night session, but that I shall ask for an ad-
Journment. ;

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How can the Senator from Rhode Island
get any agreement until the discussion shows some signs of
nearing its conelusion ?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs to say to the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin that he may take his seat. The Chair
recognizes that he has the floor and has yielded temporarily.
He need not stand in order to hold the floor.

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Chair.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has
yielded temporarily in order that this general discussion may
proceed.

Mr. NEWLANDS. My understanding, Mr. President, was
that the Senator from Wisconsin had yielded to me.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. But thereafter the Senator from
Wisconsin stated to the Chair that he would yield for the pur-
pose of general discussion, in the hope of reaching some con-
clusion.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, if I am now entitled to
recognition——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I would say that I hardly think it fair
upon the part of the chairman of the committee in charge of
this bill, in view of the physical disability of the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. La ForrerTe] to proceed with his argument
now, to exact as a condition——

Mr. ALDRICH. I am making no insistence at all. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin has a perfect right to yield the floor or to go
on, at his convenience. I have no suggestion as to when the
Senator from Wisconsin shall oceupy the floor or when he shall
not, I am only talking about the business of the Senate, which
is not to be diverted or set aside for the convenience of any
Senator. I cerfainly do not expect the Senator from Wisconsin,
if he is physically unable, to go on with the discussion this after-
noon, but I do ask that the business of the Senate shall go on.
That is all.

Mr. NEWLANDS. But, Mr. President, the Senator does in-
sist mpon going on with the consideration of this schedule in
the hope of concluding the consideration of this schedule as
quickly as it can be accomplished, and that, too, without any
consideration whatever for the physical condition of the Senator
who now has the floor, who has not exhausted a moment of
time unnecessarily, who has not uttered an idle word, and who
has addressed himself to consecutive argument, an argument,
which I may say, needs reply, upon this very schedule. The
Senator from Rhode Island has intimated that at some time
during the consideration of this schedule he will require at least
half an hour, and I think it is safe to say that that limitation

will have to be enlarged. It will require at least half an hour
for the purpose of addressing the Senate regarding this partie-
ular schedule and clearing up certain misunderstandings re-
garding it. Now, we are within an hour and a quarter of ad-
journment, and if the Senator from Rhode Island should take
the floor now——

Mr. GALLINGER. An hour and three-quarters. v

Mr. ALDRICH. We have until half past 5.

Mr. NEWLANDS (continuing). To make the statement which
he contemplates, it would take a considerable portion of that
time; and it seems to me it is only reasonable for the Senator
from Rhode Island to agree now that the Senator from Wiscon-
sin shall proceed to-morrow, and that he will not seek to close
the debate or to secure a vote upon the particular paragraph or
schedule to which the Senator from Wisconsin is now ad-
dressing himself, I ask the Senator to yield to that under-
standing——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator——

Mr. NEWLANDS (continuing). If not, I will be compelled
to make a motion to that effect.

Mr., ALDRICH. There is no necessity for the Senator from
Wisconsin getting unanimous consent to proceed or mnot to
proceed; that is entirely within the control of the Senator
from Wisconsin. He is not obliged to ask the consent of the
Senate to go on at any particular time and he is not obliged
to ask the consent of the Senate to give up the floor at any
particular time. That is entirely within the Senator's own
privilege and right. What I am suggesting is, that in order
to suit the convenience of Senators, if a time can be fixed to
take a final vote upon the paragraphs of this schedule, I am
willing to consult the convenience, not only of the Senator
from Wisconsin, but of all other Senators, with reference to
this particular schedule. It seems to me that I am not making
an unreasonable request about it.

Mr. NEWLANDS. But, Mr. President, there is objection to
fixing the time now for a vote upon this schedule or upon this
particular paragraph. It is true the Senator from Wisconsin
can withdraw from the floor; that is within his power; but
all we ask is that the consideration of this schedule be con-
tinued, and not disposed of by a vote, in such a way as to secure
to the Senator from Wisconsin an opportunity to-morrow, when
he is physically able to proceed with his argument, to address
the Senate, and he assures the Senate that he will close his
argument to-morrow. It seems to me that is a reasonable re-
quest. If the Senator from Rhode Island will not yield to the
request for unanimous consent, there will be nothing remaining
then but to make a motion upon the subject.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask Senators upon the
other side, or upon this side, who seem to have control of the
opposition to this schedule, whoever they may be, if they will
consent to fix a time to take a vote upon this schednle? .

Mr. DANIEL« Mr. President, this is a schedule, in which, as
I hear—of course I know nothing about committee transactions,
as I am only a senatorial member of it, and was not allowed
to attend it, against the rules of this body—the insurgents in
the committee have taken charge, not only of the bill, but of
the witnesses, of the publications, and of everything else con-
nected with our business. They come now craving——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is the Senator from Vir-
ginia——

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am addressing the Senate
and decline to yield.

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator occupying the floor in his
own right?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
LA Forrerte] has the right to the floor. He has yielded while
this discussion has been progressing, practically by unanimous
consent, in order to ascertain if some agreement might be
reached. That is the parliamentary status. The Senator from
Wisconsin can reclaim the floor at any moment he desires.

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin
is making a very instructive speech and is enlightening the
ejected portion of the committee, as well as the rest of the Sen-
ate, on matters about which the gentlemen in haste have had
full opportunity to be informed by witnesses. I have observed
before to-day about such measures as this that when gentlemen
have had peculiar opportunities to prepare themselves, when
they have got all the mechanism of business arranged to suit
themselves, and have constituents who have been fixed to suit
themselves through their agency, they immediately get in a
hurry to put everything through. I have also observed that
Senators who wish to be informed and have not had those
opportunities, as Senators who are acting upon their conscience
and in accordance with the laws of this country and the rules
of this body, always desire to know what they are doing before
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they are forced to do it. It is a noticeable fact that some people,
who are peculiarly in haste for other people to meet their
wishes, are exceedingly patient with themselves and are ex-
ceedingly patient in performing their part of the functions of
this body, which it was their duty first to perform before calling
upon others to act under them.

The Senator from Rhode Island has not yet made a commitiee
report on these subjects which he is now discussing. He has
amendments and compels the Senate to be patient and wait for
them. They still await them. He who asks equity must do
equity, and he who asks haste for what he wishes to do must
not be impatient with those who have not had his opportunity
to know what he knows. I certainly would not think of crowd-
ing anybody, much less one who has had time, and improved it,
to examine into the pending schedule, which is of the utmost
moment to the consumers of this country; which is of the ut-
most moment to the people who are less able to provide the
necessaries of life; which is of the utmost moment to the com-
mon and ordinary necessities of life, not of fashionable, but of
decent living.

So, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island must put
himself in more becoming attitude and in more just attitude to
_ this body before he can get upon his knees and pray the whole

body to yield to his suggestion, if not dictation.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded.
The Senator from Wisconsin is entitled to the floor.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wis-
consin——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. -Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. For a moment.

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator from Wisconsin, being
worn out and ill and unable to proceed, desires to repose for a
few moments, possibly until half past 5 o’clock, I will be glad
to relieve his fatigue by taking the floor myself.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Senator very much; I
know the Senate would be very glad to make the exchange; but
I am quite refreshed by my little rest and able to go on now,
I think, for another hour or two.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am very much gratified to know that.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But I will yield to the Senator, at the
suggestion of Senators here who are wearied at the sound of
my voice.

yTm.l VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin ecan
not yield the floor to another Senator. That has been ruled
over and over again. He can not parcel out the time, except
by unanimous consent, other than for an inquiry; and the dis-
cussion that has been going on, as the Chair stated, has been
by unanimous consent, the Senator from Wisconsin yielding for
that purpose.

Mr. PENROSE. Regular order, Mr. President.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded.
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre] has the floor.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia-
mentary inquiry.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Wisconsin, having
yielded the floor now to the Senator from Iowa or any other
Senator, has spoken once. If the Senator from Iowa should
then speak, the Senator from Wisconsin, when the Senator from
Towa gets through, or any other Senator to whom he yields gets
through, at any time during this legislative day could again
resnme the floor, and on no other legislative day. Is that
correct?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is not correet.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not correct?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; the Senator from Wisconsin can
be recognized again to-morrow.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, certainly; but I am talking about——

Mr. GALLINGER. Can not the Senator be recognized twice
the same day under the rule?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; he can be recognized twice
on the same day under the rule, or he can be recognized to-
IMOTTOW.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Chair misapprehended me. My in-
quiry—I was probably unfortunate in not making it clear—
was, if the Senator from Wisconsin should now yield the floor,
he then has spoken once, and under parliamentary law——

Mr. ALDRICH. He could go on to-morrow.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am talking about the legislative day.
Then, when the Senator to whom he ylelds gets through, or
anybody else gets through, he may then resume the floor again
if he gets the recognition of the Chair,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And that is all for that day.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the correct interpretation,
in the opinion of the Chair.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on a question of order a Sena-
tor can not yleld the floor to another Senator.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly not.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He can if nobody rises to suggest that
he can not. If a Senator yields the floor and any other Sena-
tor is fortunate or unfortunate enough to get recognition of
the Chair, he can go on, and the only point was whether the
Senator might resume at any time,

Mr. PENROSE. Regular order!

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin is the
regular order.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I should like to inquire of the Senator
rrlgll; .’Rhode Island if it is his purpose to have a session to-
n ?

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the order of the Senate.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I know that is the order of the Senate;
but is it the order of the Senator from Rhode Island?
[Laughter.]

Mr. ALDRICH. I am under the orders of the Senate——

Mr. BEVERIDGH. It is for the Senate to determine.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is for the Senate to determine, and not

myself,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It might be proper to ask as to the inten-
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island, in charge of the bill; and
I take it that is what the Senator from Wisconsin meant.

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that if I could secure an agreement
to fix the time to vote upon this schedule, which certainly can
not involve very many more hours of discussion—at least, it
seems to me so—I would not ask for a session to-night, and that
I would ask the Senate to adjourn instead of going on to-night.
It seems to me that is a very reasonable request. .

COTTON CLOTH OF ALL GRADES INCREASED,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, resuming my discussion
of the increases in the cotton schedule, I next invite the atten-
tion of the Senate to paragraph 314. Paragraph 314 provides
duties for cloth exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads to
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and it first
provides for cloth of that count not bleached, dyed, colored,
stained, painted, or printed.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Where is the Senator reading from now?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am reading from paragraph 314, and
I call attention to the first deseription under that paragraph.
Of cloth, of the deseription given, not exceeding 4 square
yards to the pound, there were $11,104 worth imported last
year, and the committee dld not increase the duty upon that
cloth. Of cloth of this count exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6
yards to the pound there were $9,449 imported in a year, and
that escaped an increase at the hands of the committee. But for
some reason or other, when it reached the next class, cloth ex-
ceeding 6 and not exceeding 8 square yards per pound, the com-
mittee increased the duty 20 per cent, although the value of a
year’s imports of this class of cloth was only $5,601.

On cloth of the same description valued at over 9 cents per
square yard, the average increase is 17.87 per cent and the
value of imports was $20,028,

Coming now to bleached cloth of the same count and weight
as the foregoing, valued at over 11 cents per square yard,
which is considered a “luxury” by this committee, the average
increase by the committee amendment is 17.23 per cent and the
value of imports for one year $465,521.

The next four items of this bracket for some reason or other
were passed over without increases by the Senate committee.
But on cloth of this count and weight, dyed, colored, stained,
painted, or printed, and valued at over 12} cents per square
yard, the increase is 13.09 per cent and the value of imports
was large—=$1,536,802.

The next paragraph, No. 315, embraces cotton cloth, exceeding
150 and not exceeding 200 threads to the square inch, counting
the warp and filling. On cloth of this count, not bleached,
valued at over 10 cents per square yard, the increase is 20.80
per cent. The value of imports for the year 1907 amounted to
only $6,171.

On cloth of the same count bleached and valued at over 12
cents per square yard, the average increase by the committee
amendment is 32.83 per cent, and the value of imports was
$1,242 235,

On cloth of this count dyed, eolored, stained, painted, or
printed, and valued at over 12} cents per square yard, the in-
crease is 11.20 per cent, and the value of imports for the year
1907 was $2,751,271.98. ~




1909.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2699

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, it is very evident——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GarriNger in the chair).
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from
North Carolina?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield temporarily for a question.

Mr. OVERMAN. It is very evident to the Senate that the
Senator from Wisconsin is physically unable to go on.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish the Senator would not say that.
I am able to proceed.

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not think he is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin
has the floor, and he declines to yield further.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am very much obliged to the Sen-
ator, but T do not want to be put on the record as an invalid.

I call the attention of the Senate now to paragraph 316,
embracing cloth exceeding 200 threads and not exceeding 300
threads to the square inch. On cloth of this count, not bleached,
valued at over 12} cents per square yard, and bleached, valued
at over 15 cents per square yard, the increases are slight.

But on cloth of this count dyed, colored, stained, painted, or
printed, valued at over 174 cents per square yard, the average
increase is 29.43 per cent, and the year’s imports amounted to
$1,443,233.

The next paragraph, 817, embraces all cotton cloths counting
over 300 threads to the square inch, counting warp and filling.
On cloth of this count not bleached and not exceeding 2 square
yards to the pound the increase is 62.50 per cent, although the
imports for a year amounted to only $358 in value.

On bleached cloth of this count valued at over 16 cents per
square yard the increase is 20.85 over the Dingley rate, and
the imports of 1907 amounted to only $10,027

On cloth of the same count when dyed colored stained
painted, or printed, and valued at over 20 cents per square
yard, the increase is 16.78 per cent, while the imports were
$118,977.

Paragraph 321 embraces cloth in which there are woven
figures, sometimes known as *“lappets.”” On ecloth of this
character exceeding 50 and not exceeding 100 threads to the
square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed,
stained, colored, painted, or printed, not exceeding 6 square
yards to the pound and valued at more than 7 cents per square
yard, the increase is 30.81 per cent, although the value of im-
ports for a whole year was only $18.

On cloth of that description exceeding 9 square yards to the
pound and valued at more than 7 cents per square yard the
duty is increased by the Finance Committee 18} per cent, while
the importation in 1907 was only $700.

On cloth of this character and count, dyed, colored, stained,
painted, or printed, not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound,
valued at more than 7 cents per square yard, the increase is
21.04 per cent, while the imports for a year under the present
rates amounted to only $75.

On cloth of this character not exceeding 100 threads to the
square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed,
colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 7 cents per
square yard, the duty is increased 38.19 per cent, while the
value of imports for 1907 was $68,505.

On cloth of the same description bleached, valued at over 9
cents per square yard, the increase is 31.88 per cent, and the
value of imports was $80,837 in 1907.

NO MISUNDERSTANDING OF THESE INCREASES.

On the-same cloth dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
and valued at over 12 cents per square yard, the increase is
32.48 per cent, and the value of imports in 1907, $220,244.

Mr. JONES., Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. JONES. I should like to ask the Senator a question.
As I understand, he is speaking of an item on page 39, and the
Finance Committee’s statement shows that the present equiva-
lent duty is 30 per cent, and under the Senate bill 44.28 per
cent. That shows an increase of 14 per cent. The Senator's
percentage of increase, as I understand, is about 40 per cent
of this 30 per cent. Is that the basis upon which his increases
in percentage are computed?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am giving the per cent of increase
over the existing rate which this bill makes, and I give it
exactly as it is computed by the Bureau of Statistics. It is
not my construction, and they are not my figures. 1 assume
that the Bureau of Statistics knows how to figure these in-
creases correctly, On the item I have just read the Finance
Committee's statement shows that the duty under the present
law is 40.83 per cent and under their bill is 54.09 per cent. The
difference is an increase of exactly 32.48 per cent.

Mr. JONES. I know; but I want to undersiand the basis.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator can very readily see for
himself. If he takes the ad valorem equivalent given in the
Senate bill and the ad valorem equivalent given in the present
law, and ascertains the difference, he can soon compute what
rate per cent that difference is on the existing duty.

Mr. JONES. If the Senator will permit me, the 30 per cent
given on the page here is 30 per cent of the full value of the
article, which is estimated of course at 100 per cent. Now,
then, this increase of 14 per cent is also 14 per cent of that
full 100 per cent value. But it would be equivalent to 40 per
cent of the present percentage.

I think we ought to understand exactly the basis upon which
these computations have been made as to increases, If it is an
increased percentage upon the 100 per cent valuation, it would
be a certain per cent. If it is an increase on the present per-
centage of duty, it would be a muech higher rate. I think we
should understand eclearly the basis on which the figures are
made. I ask for information, because it has been bothering
me all the way through here.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have made it as clear as I can to the
Senator.

Mr. JONES. I understand. The percentage which the Sena-
tor calls the percentage of increase is the percentage that the
difference between these two ad valorems is upon the per-
centage as shown here,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir.

Mr. JONES. Of the ad valorem duty.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is right.

Mr., JONES. And not upon the 100 per cent.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is the percentage of increase over
the existing rate.

Mr. JONES. It seems to me that gives rather an erroneous
impression as to the rate of increase, because it gives a much
higher rate. It would be better understood if the percentage
of increase was given upon the hundred per cent value of the
article imported, upon which these ad valorem changes are
based.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. T have given the exact and actual in-
crease. The form in which I have stated it is the only form
which would correctly state the per cent of increase, or which
would have any exact meaning whatever.

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. And it does not admit of any possible
misunderstanding.

Mr. JONES., If a person understands the basis taken on
which to compute that percentage, there can be no misunder-
standing; but one man might have in his mind the full hun-
dred per cent value, when the rate of increase would be one,
or he might take the percentage that is given here and thus
get another rate.

CHAIRMAN OF FINANCE COMMITTEE HAS NOT EXFPLAINED.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The table which I shall print and
from which I am reading—and reading exactly as it is—gives
the ad valorem of the existing rate, gives the ad valorem of the
new rates as reported in the bill just as found in the table fur-
nished by the Committee on Finance, gives the value of the im-
ports, and gives the per cent of increase of the duties reported
by the Finance Committee over the existing rates. This table
I will print in full.

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon-
gin yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Wisconsin says that the
committee have reported some percentages of increases. That
is not correct. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator with
reference to these various figures, but I will say that the
Senator is acting upon misinformation as to the extent of these
and as to the character of the report of the committee.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from Rhode Island has
taken occasion every time a eriticism has been made of this bill
to inject into the remarks of the Senator the statement that
it is not correct and that he is acting on misinformation, and
that some time or other he will explain it all to the Senate.
He has made that promise again and again, but he has never
redeemed it or pretended to do so.

I say to the Senator from Rhode Island I am not proceeding
upon misinformation, and I =ay to the Senator from Rhode
Island that these figures are based upon the figures furnished
by his committee and given to the Senate in what is called the
estimates of revenune, furnished, I take it, not to mislead the
Senate, but to aid Senators to correct conclusions upon this bill.

At an earlier time in this debate, when those estimates were
referred to, the Senator from Rhode Island said they had been
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prepared very hurriedly; that there were mistakes and errors
in them; that the only occasion for surprise was that they did
not contain more errors. I say that was a confession which the
chairman of the Finance Committee ought never to have been
compelled to make. But this Book of Estimates, the only guide
furnished us by the committee to aid us in interpreting the
changes in this bill, has been three times revised and printed.
It is the Dusiness of that committee—it is of every committee—
to furnish correct information. Nearly half of the employees
of the Bureau of Statisties have been detailed to the service of
the Committee on Finance for weeks. I say that neither the
committee nor the chairman nor anybody else responsible for
the bill has a fair and just right to screen themselves behind er-
grs in the work which they have compiled and furnished to the
nate.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do,

Mr. ALDRICH. The tables furnished to the Senate were
prepared, as every Senator at all familiar with the subject
knows, by men in the Bureau of Statistics or connected with
the Government, upon the importations of a certain year, with-
out reference to any knowledge as to the changes which have
taken place in the act and the application of those changes.
They do not make any attempt to say what the effect of the
changes in classifications would be upon the rates fixed by the
bill which is pending. It is impossible for them, as stated by
the Senator from Minnesota yesterday. There can be no data
under their control or under the control of anyone which would
show what precise value, with its application to these various
changes, would be had upon importations in the future.

The Senator says we furnished no explanation. The Senator
from Utah [Mr. Smoor] in one of the clearest and most ecompre-
hensive statements that I have ever heard in the Senate ex-
plained the application of these rates to the paragraphs. That
statement was not only based upon the judgment and informa-
tion of the committee, but was based upon the information and
judgment of all the best experts in the government service.
That statement shows that the rates which are imposed by
these specific duties which we have recommended are prac-
tically 5 per cent less than the rates which were imposed by
the Dingley Act. If the Senator from Wisconsin had read that
statement carefully, I think he would have been satisfled as to
the accuracy of those figures.

I intend to supplement that statement by facts, partly from
the importations of last year, partly from the judgment of the
men who for years have been passing upon these importations
at the custom-house, and I intend to show to the Senate that
while there are some apparent increases in this schedule, judg-
ing by the importations of 1907, the effect of these changesis a
reduction of duties, while there is an apparent increase in some
of the items.

SENATOR FROM RHODE ISLAND IS MISTAKEN.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from Rhode Island will
never get any man in the Senate or out of it who will investi-
gate these changes in rates to accept the statement which he
has made or the one which was put into the Recorp by the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Sxoor]. I say to the Senator from
Rhode Island what he has said to many Senators on this floor—
you are mistaken. You never will be able to make the Senate
accept your statement that these changes have not increased
these rates, unless they acecept your statement, as sometimes
some Senators are given to, without question and without under-
standing. The Dingley law as it stands on the statute books
to-day is the law of this land with respect to its tariff duties and
customs.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not just now. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not for the moment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de-
clines to yield for the present.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is not for the Senator from Rhode
Island, or anybody else in this body, because they happen to
have a hand on legislation and in legislation with respect to
the tariff, to say that that law meant something that the courts
determined it did not mean. There was a defect in the cotton
schedule of the Dingley law, a defect curable by a single and
simple amendment, which will be pointed out and made plain to
the Senate. But that defect, that oversight, does not afford a
justifieation for increasing the rates directly upon the bulk of
the countable cotton cloths, which increases can be computed
mathematically, and also increase rates by new wording, as I

shall point out later, in ways that can not be calculated
mathematically. i

8o, Mr. President, I say the Senator from Rhode Island is
estopped from rising now, when this bill is half or two-thirds
through the Senate, to impeach the information which he has
furnished and upen which we have proceeded, these estimates of
imports and the ad valorem eguivalents, because they no longer
serve his purposes. I yield now to the Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Dingley Aet, when it was
passed, imposed the lowest duty of 60 per cent ad valorem upon
the entire class of soft fabries, high-class luxuries, with low count.
The court or the general appraisers or both, it makes no differ-
ence which, reduced that 60 per cent to the provision of para-
graph 304 of the old law, which is paragraph 313 of the present
measure. So cloths valued at 24 cents a yard were imported
into this country at 1 cent a yard, or about 4 per cent ad valorem.

This bill corrects that by changing that rate from 1 cent a
yard to a specific of 24 cents, or 7 cents a yard, if I remember
it, which is, on its face, an increase on the plan which the
Senator from Wisconsin has adopted of 600 or 700 per cent,
and still the existing rate under this bill will be 20 per cent
less than the rate which the Dingley law placed upon that
very article.

Of course the Senator and his friends can find places of this
kind—they are in every law—by which an apparent increase is
made. It is to cure the defects. If that is not the purpose of
this revision, what is it? I say, the Senate would be derelict in
its highest duty if it did not cure these defects, and that it
should not be restrained from doing that duty by the objection
of the Senator from Wisconsin, which is that he can show an
increase of duty in this manner.

AN ILLUSTRATION OF THE INCREASES.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have one of those
instances right before me, and it makes a fine illustration of the
argument of the Senater from Rhode Island. It is the next
item in the table—paragraph 321, cloth exceeding 100 and not
exceeding 150 threads to the square inch, counting the warp and
filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed,
exceeding 4 and not exceeding 6 square yards to the pound,
valued at more than 7 cents per square yard. It was suobject
under the Dingley law to the low ad valorem of 11.40 per cent
measured on the importations of the year 1007. This is seized
upon beeause it happens to show a low ad valorem equivalent
at this time as offering an opportunity for an advance, and
it is advanced 185 per cent. Now, why? The importation of
this cloth under that low duty, which was taken as the basis of
this increase, amounted to $5 in the year 1907. That was an
awful defect in the Dingley law——

Mr. ALDRICH., Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not just now. I will give you a chance
to get in when I get through with this statement. There was
an importation of only $5 under the low Dingley rate. No in-
dustry in this country could have suffered very severely from
the competition of the pauper labor of Europe, which only sue-
ceeded under that rate in putting into this market $5 worth of
that material.

Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator now yield to me?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think the amount of im-
portations in any particular year ought to fix the rate of duty?
Did he use this reasoning in his vote for a duty on barley?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I rather expected that sooner or later
I would hear some such ebservation as that from the Senator
from Rhode Island. It is about the plane upon which the
chairman of the Committee on Finance proceeds in giving his
instruction and information to the Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH rose.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not want you to interrupt me now.
Wait until you get your answer. You are going to be accorded
the same kind of treatment that I received from you.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will please address in
the third person.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I accept the correction.

Mr. President, it rather seems to me that the chairman of
this important committee, at an earlier period in this debate,
might well have seen fit to present to the Senate the theory upon
which all of these advances were made, instead of waiting until
the cotton schedule was reached. Now, the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Swmoor] is put forward with a remarkable statement,
which I shall fake up later, and which I believe it will be pos-
gible to show is reasoning in a vieious cirele, by which the high
rates of to-day are made the basis for higher rates to-morrow.
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I do not care at this time, and wearied somewhat as I am, to
take up that part of the.discussion; but I do purpose to do it,
and I am very glad the Senator from Rhode Island has seen
fit to call attention to the statement of the Senator from Utah.

You can not justify these real advances over the Dingley
rates by pretending that they are only apparent advances.
I am just reminded by a remark which I overheard in a rear
seat that I neglected to make any response to the Senator from
Rbode Island with respect to my vote upon the duty on barley,
and I will take the opportunity to do it now.

REASONS FOR THE DUTY ON BARLEY.

Mr, President, when the duty on barley was fixed at 30 cents
per bushel, from an investigation which I made at that time,
for I wrote that rate in the law of 1890, it was clearly demon-
strated, in my judgment and in that of the committee and of the
House of Representatives, that that rate was necessary to save
the markets of this country and the producers of barley in this
country. We were at that time year by year losing the market
to the Canadian farmer. Year by year our acreage was being
diminished. The imports had increased until the equivalent of
one-fifth of the entire product of this country came across the line
from Canada. Unless that rate was increased, and inereased to
that figure, I was convinced at that time—and I have heard no
argnment to change my mind since—that the farmers of this
country would have to abandon the growing of barley; that the
entire acreage, something more than 3,000,000 acres, as I now re-
member, that were devoted to the barley erop in this country at
that time, would have been forced into the production of some
other crops. The rate fixed on barley at that time is the rate of
the existing law.

I listened to the discussion that took place on the Senate floor
when the amendment to the barley duty was presented, but I
heard no statement in all that discussion that convinced me
that it was safe or prudent to change the present law and re-
 duce the duty on that product.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not make the suggestion I did with
reference to barley to suggest that the Senator was guilty of
inconsistency, but I desired to call his attention to the fact that
in the case of one article where there were practically no im-
portations, 11,000 bushels imported and an exportation of
5,000,000 bushels, he did not hesitate to vote for a large increase
in the rate over the bill as it came from the House. I assume
that he did it sincerely, and I assume that it was a matter of
judgment with him and not a matter of local interest.

VOTED FOR NO INCEEASE OVER EXISTING LAW.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I voted for no increase
of duty over existing law. The Senator from Rhode Island is
crafty, adroit, and clever in diverting, if possible, the attention
of the Senate and the country from the glaring, the shocking,
increases over existing rates which this bill discloses.

But I purpose, Mr. President, to hold the attention of the
Senate, if I can, to this bill and to this cotton schedule, and
when I have pointed out the increases that are made, I then am
going to undertake to show not only that the duties should not
be increased over the Dingley rates, but that, upon the prineciple
expressed by President Taft in all of his utterances and in the
platform of the Republican party, they should be reduced
through every paragraph. I will show that by indubitable evi-
dence with respect to the labor cost in this country and the
labor cost in the competing countries.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yvield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr., LA FOLLETTE. I yield for a question. I do not ecare
to yield for a speech.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think we are bound either
by President Taft's views upon this question or by the Chicago
platform fo reduce the duties below the existing law, without
reference to anything else?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What an idle question, when I just
stated to the Senator, if he had been giving me his attention,
that upon the difference in the cost.of production, the difference
in the labor cost, I will show that these duties should be re-
duced. Neither the Chicago platform nor the utterances of
President Taft warrant the question asked by the Senator. The
discrimination which the Chieago platform makes, and which
President Taft has reenforced so many times, is that duties
shall be based upon the difference in cost of production and not
upon what any cotton manufacturer or any other manufacturer
says he wants.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator yield to me?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Indiana? ;

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator yield to me that I may
address a question fo the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Rhode Island has
stated, and of course with accuracy and sound judgment, that
the opinion of the manufacturers who are building up the in-
dustry should have weight and influence. Am I correct about
that?

Mr. ALDRICH. I have made a great many statements in
that connection. If the Senator will refer me to the particular
statement he has in mind——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I will.

Mr. ALDRICH (continning). Perhaps I may be able to an-
swer it categorically, but I would prefer at the present time to
deal with the Senator’s colleague, who is now addressing the
Senate.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the Senator’s colleague also?

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that.

Mr., BEVERIDGE. Certainly; we are all colleagues here.
That being true, and of course, as a matter of fact, it has been
stated, as it ought to be stated, as President Taft stated in his
speeches, that the opinion of the manufacturers who built up
the business and were most interested in the increase of duty
should have influence, I wish to read to the Senator merely,
because it has been read before here this afternoon when the
Senator was not here, and it is fair to him to hear it——

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been read, I think, half a dozen times
in my hearing.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let us read it again.

Mr. ALDRICH. But, Mr. President, in this matter it is not
necessary that I should take the suggestion of any manufac-
turer. Before I get through with this discussion I intend to
present facts as to the difference in the cost of production
between this country and competing countries. Of course I
shall be very glad to hear either the Senator from Indiana or
the Senator from Wisconsin in their presentation of the facts
bearing upon this case.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not intending to present anything,
because T am listening to both sides. These two quotations I
was directing the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island
to because most certainly the person who represents the cotton
industries of the counfry and is more deeply interested, in a
selfish way, than anybody else——

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me?

Afr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. -

Mr, ALDRICH. I have noticed the peculiar facility on the
part of both the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from
Wisconsin to aecept the statements of certain people in refer-
ence to these industries and these rates without reference to
anyone’s else opinion; and I assume that the opinion which the
Senator is to read from meets his views and the views of the
Senator from Wisconsin, or else this interruption would not
have taken place.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator's assumption
in that regard is just as incorrect as, apparently, the Senator's
information must have been upon many other things. The Sena-
tor’s observation as to what a Senator notices about the effect
of the opinions of various men I will leave to the Senate itself
to judge of. But that does not deter me, because, in good faith,
I want to know the Senator's opinion about this,

I read from the testimony before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee the statement of Mr. Lippitt. I did not know who he
was until this afterncon, when I asked the question. Mu.
Lippitt represented the Arkwright Club, and is the largest cot-
ton manufacturer, or at least is represented to be, and comes
from the Senator's own State. I understand he is a man of
credibility and a man of some business acumen, and certainly
knows about his own business. He says:

The form of the present cotton tariff is the result of many efforts,
and considering the wide variety of products it covers has g
test of practiea oPeratinn falrly well. It has been the object
legal attacks, in the
gm-t been given careful legal definitlons, and therefore should not be

isturbed. Some minor features, however, are still in controversy-

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right.
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; we will read on—

and may need elucidation; but the present cotton situation as a whole
has resulted in establishing in this country a %reat industry, wid
distributed, employing many people and much eapital. 1t has Tegulat

but not prevented Importations, has made moderate profits and reason-

able wages ible to the capitalist and laborer, but is not a bonanza.

We ask, therefore, that the present schedule shall not be materially

,. and that cotton manufacturers be allowed to continue the

e
of many

.

course of which the terms used have for the most .
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?ﬁ»erntion and further development of this important industry under
e

same tariff conditions that now prevail.

He concludes his statement as follows:

I am not appearing here to ask for an Increase in the duties on the
cloth clauses of the cotton schedule. I think t while there are im-
portations going on under them, it is reasonably regulative of the cotton
trade. The importations are not so large that we feel justified in ask-
ing that the duties be increased, but we wounld not llke to see them de-
creased, as we belleve that any decrease would certainly result in very
much larger importations and a great deal more of our cotton being
manufactured abroad and shipped back as finished goods, as we say.

There is the complete statement I see marked. I simply read
it to the Senator and ask what he thinks about that statement of
the representative of the cotton manufacturers formally made
before the Ways and Means Committee of the House,

Mr. GALLINGER. It has been read six times.

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been read quite a number of times.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, the Senator is better prepared to
reply.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator probably was not in the Senate
when I made the statement, and probably has not read it in the
REcorp, that the particular paragraphs he refers to were never
submitted to any manufacturer or to anybody interested in this
business. ]

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is not the question I am asking.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am answering the Senator’s question, and
it will give the Senator from Wisconsin more time if I enlarge
upon it.

pltk)lr. BEVERIDGE. That will be satisfactory.

Mr. ALDRICH. That will be satisfactory, I know, to the
Senator from Indiana. I said then, and I repeat, that these
amendments were prepared by the committee itself from their
knowledge of the defects which had been produced by the courts
and by the Board of General Appraisers, or whoever else you
please,

Now, I will say to the Senator from Indiana what is absolutely
true, to my knowledge, from my long experience in tariff legisla-
tion. I venture the assertion that there are not three cotton
manufacturers in the United States who knew about those deci-
sions and their effect upon the law. The South manufactures
about one-half of the cotton goods produced in the United States.
I am willing to venture the statement that there are not two
men engaged in cotton manufacture in the South who had any
idea about the decisions which I have referred to.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It certainly could not have affected their
industry seriously if they did not know about it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have myself seen industries dwindle and
go out of existence on account of decisions made under the tariff
act which the men themselves had no knowledge or no suspi-
cion of. -

Mr, DOLLIVER. Mr. President——

Mr., ALDRICH. They never heard of them until they were
brought to their attention in a practical way, and perhaps not
then, in the loss of their business and the destruction of the
industry.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to

e?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to ask a question.

Mr. ALDRICH, If I do not interfere with the other two
gentlemen, who seem to be oceupying the floor, I yield.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I beg pardon; that is not an answer. I
have not occupied the floor one instant to-day. I did want the
Senator’s opinion on that guestion, and now that I have the
floor

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has not
the floor, The Chair is trying to find out who has. Does the
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now that I have the floor——

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin
to yield to me,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE.
in a moment.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have read it again, and I will ask the
Senator this question: Since he has stated that it is because
of decisions which might injuriously affect the industry in which
these men are engaged, decisions of which the men in that in-
dustry absolutely knew nothing themselves, does he think the
cotton industry is a languishing industry? If he does, Mr.
Lippitt says it is a very flourishing one.

Mr, ALDRICH, Mr, President

My, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have the floor.

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well; I will wait and speak in my
own time,

I will yield to the Senator from Iowa

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I merely wish a recognition of the fact
that I have the floor.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly the Senator from Wis-
f:lnsig?has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Rhode

an
2 erdLA FOLLETTE, I will yield to the Senator from Rhode
sland.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire, if the Chair will permit me——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has
yielded to the Senator from Rhode Island. Does the Senator
from Rhode Island care to claim the floor?

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Towa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode
Island to what decisions of the courts he was referring.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was referring to a series of decisions
which, if the Senator had listened to my remarks——

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did listen, and I took the book of sta-
tisties, and also the Senator’s statement of yesterday, that
these decisions had raised the importations from $2,000,000 to
$9,000,000, and I found the speech of the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Smoor] was devoted to etamines, when the total importa-
tions under the paragraph referred to in those decisions
amounted to $26,000. .

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is entirely mistaken in that
statgment. It is like a large part of the information which is
floating around the Senate. It has absolutely no foundation
in fact. There is no way of finding out how many goods were
classed as etamines under the original act that were imported
last year. The Senator from Iowa, with all the assistance he
may have and with all the knowledge he may have, which is
very great, can not possibly make any kind of an estimate.

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is a way, however, of finding out
what goods were imported under paragraph 312,

Mr. ALDRICH. That has nothing whatever to do with the

se,

Mr. DOLLIVER. Your complaint was that these etamines
had been taken out of the 60 per cent paragraph and thrust
into paragraph 312, and that it had greatly increased the
importations. I find, upon examining the book of statistics,
that the total imporiations under paragraph 312 were only
$26,000. 3

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa is a very wise man
and a very intelligent man, but he, with all his wisdom and
intelligence, can not give a correct answer to the statement
as to the amount of etamines imported that were admitted at
a different rate of duty from what was originally intended;
he could not do it to save his life. Any statement made of the
character which he has just made is simply misleading and
must be based upon misinformation.

Mr. DOLLIVER. If I am going to be misleading, I am going
a little further. I have examined all these things, and I say
to the Senate now that any man with sagacity enough to in-
vestigate the statistical tables must know that under the deeci-
sions to which the Senator referred as effecting changes in
rates, the importations are a mere bagatelle of the cotton-cloth
importations into the United States.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Yisconsin
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; certainly.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator had followed up my remarks
very closely, he would have found out that
Mr. NELSON. Mr, President, I call for the regular order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE].

Mr. NELSON. The regular order, I think, is a recess at 5
o'clock.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is mistaken. A recess
is provided for at half past 5 o'clock. The regular order is the
Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. GALLINGER. He has yielded.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah can not

proceed. 4

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Wisconsin yielded to
the Senator from Utah. :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. But he could not yield to the Sena-
tor from Utah for such a purpose, except by unanimous con-
sent. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NersonN] demanding
the regular order is equivalent to an objection. The Senator
from Wisconsin will therefore proceed.

Mr. NELSON. I withdraw my objection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota with-
draws his objection, and therefore the Senator from Utah can
proceed.
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of
order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his gques-
tion of order.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator having the floor has yielded
twenty-five times to-day to Senators who have made observa-
tions. Is it to be understood that he can not do that?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Except by unanimous consent. The
Senator can only yield for a question. He can not yield for
speeches.

Mr. GALLINGER. But who has made objection?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No one has, until now. The Sena-
tor from Minnesota made an objection by a demand for the
regular order.

Mr. GALLINGER. But the Senator from Minnesota was
under a misapprehension. He thought the hour for a recess
had arrived.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota has
now withdrawn his demand, and therefore the Chair stated
that the Senator from Utah [Mr. 8xmoor] might proceed.

Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to a guestion of order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of
order.

Mr. TILLMAN. Under what rule of the Senate is the Chair
anthorized to state that a Senator ecan not yield when one
Senator protests?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unbroken precedents
of the Senate a Senator can not yield the floor to another
Senator, except he may yield for an inguiry; but he can not
yield to another Senator for a speech, except by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, you take a Senator off the
floor if one man objects?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly.

Mr. TILLMAN., I do not know anything about parliamentary
law, but I know something about fair play and common sense;
and I never heard of any such thing here before.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina

is out of order.
If the Chair will please explain, I will try

Mr. TILLMAN.
to get in order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator will be in order as
soon as he takes his seat.

jMr. TILLMAN. I do not feel disposed to be ordered to sit
down by anybody. The Senate can order me out of this Cham-
ber, but the Vice-President or the President of the Senate can
not order me to =it down.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is out of order.

Mr. TILLMAN. In what way?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not been yielded
to by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, LA Forierre]. The
Senator from Wisconsin has the floor.

Mr. TILLMAN. I rose to a question of order. I was recog-
nized by the Chair, and I am trying to get some information
upon my point of order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair answered the inquiry.

Mr. TILLMAN. But I protested against it, and I appeal
from it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator will state exactly
what he appeals from, the Chair will recognize him.

Mr. TILLMAN. 1 appeal from the decision of the Chair. If
I understood it, he undertook to state that a Senator can mnot
proceed with one man objecting.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ruled absolutely the
opposite.

Mr. SCOTT. The Chair ruled the opposite.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Absolutely the opposite.

Mr. TILLMAN. Did not the Chair state that the Senator
from Wisconsin could not yield to another Senator, except by
unanimous consent?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did so.

Mr, TILLMAN. Then, that compels the Senator from Wis-
consin to proceed with only one man objecting; and if one man
objects to the Senator from Wisconsin yielding, that compels
the Senator from Wisconsin to continue until he breaks down.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It compels him to proceed until he
takes his seat; until he yields the floor, most certainly, under
the unbroken precedents of the Senate.

Mr. TILLMAN. Then he would have to ask unanimous con-
Bent to continue?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To continue his remarks?

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly not. The Senator from
Wisconsin is entitled to the floor without limit,

Mr., TILLMAN. Just so; I just understand the situation;
but I do not feel, and I do not think, the Senate will ever agree
to adopt a rule that any Senator must be compelled to speak
on if one man objects. That is what I object to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair held, and the Chair will
always hold, under the unbroken precedents of the Senate, that
a Senator can not yield to another Senator to make a speech,
except by unanimous consent. He can yle.ld for an inquiry; and
Senators constantly do so.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, of course he can yield to an
inguiry.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly he can.

Mr. TILLAMAN, And then continue his speech?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And then proceed with his speech,

Mr. TILLMAN. But suppose the inguiry involves debate?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can be stopped at any time
by the objection of any Senator.

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without any question. Now, if
the Senator from South Carolina will be good enough——

Mr. TILLMAN. I have seen this new doctrine broken here
many thousands of times in the Senate, and I do not believe
that it is the rule under which we have been acting.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate?

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I appeal from this dedision.
When you first explained what you meant, I understood you to
say that the Senator from Wisconsin could not yield for a
question or anything else, but must speak on, if one Senator
objected.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair——

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, if you will explain——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair stated the opposite; and
the Senator from South Carolina appeals.

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to appeal from common sense,
nor from the rules of the Senate, either.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has appealed, and the
Chair is about to put the question.

Mr. TILLMAN. If that is what the Chair meant, I withdraw
the point of order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The appeal?

Mr. TILLMAN. I withdraw the appeal.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina
withdraws the appeal, and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La
ForrerteE] will proceed. The Senator from Minnesota [Alr.
NevLsoN] having withdrawn his demand for the regular order,
the Senator from Wisconsin yields to the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Smoot].

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I invite the attention of
the Chair to the fact that the Senator from Minnesota did not
demand the regular order in the sense of compelling the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin to proceed, but he said what his demand
was—the regular order to take a recess at 5 o'clock.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair begs to state to the Sen-
ator from Texas that he is in error in thig, that the Senator
from Minnesota demanded the regular order. Then, after the
Chair had ruled that the Senator from Utah could not proceed
under that demand, the Senator from Minnesota explained what
he expected to accomplish by demanding the regular order.

Mr. CULBERSON. What I want to call the attention of the
Chair to was the fact that the Senator from Minnesota did not
contemplate the regular order in the sense of demanding that
the Senator from Wisconsin should proceed.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Which he thereafter explained, cer-
tainly, and then the Chair announced that the Senator from
Utah, the demand for the regular order having been withdrawn,
might answer in response to the yielding of the Senator from
Wisconsgin.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like first to know if the Sena-
for from Utah, to whom I yielded, desires to——

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me
for just a moment?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certalnly, if agreeable to the Senator
from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. Very well

Mr. NELSON. I want to say that I was under the erroneous
impression that we were to take a recess at 5 o'clock; and I
called for the regular order for that purpose, not to cut off the
Senator from Utah from answering the question of the Senator
from Wisconsin or any other Senator.
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so undersiands, and the
Senator from Wisconsin so understands; and now he yields to
the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator from
Iowa, I wish to refer briefly to the court decisions, and to state
to him that the amount of importations under paragraph 312
does hot cover all the importations affected under the court de-
cisions by any manner of means. They cover but a very small
part of them; and yet the statement of the Senator from Iowa a
few days ago was fhat upon that particular paragraph there
was a 400 per cent increase; but in my speech I ghowed that the
first decision on etamines reduced the rate from 60 per cent to
45 per cent and goods affected falling in paragraph 322, and
neither the Senator from Iowa nor any other Senator can state
the amount or value of the goods so affected. The second as-
sault was in relation to the completed article and nonhomoge-
neous fabric and the decision of the court reduced it to colored
countable cottons at 30 per cent ad valorem and 2 cents per
square yard, under paragraphs 305 and 313, equivalent to 35 per
cent, and a duty of only 14 cents per square yard was collected.
Many thousand dollars worth of these goods under the Ding-
ley law came in under those paragraphs, and the Senator from
Jowa——

Mr. DOLLIVER. At what rate?

Mr. SMOOT. At 35 per cent.

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is the exact rate you put on them in
this bill.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not discussing that question. I am dis-
cussing the question that they were intended by the Dingley
law to carry a duty of 60 per cent, and through the decision
of the court they have been reduced in this case to 35 per cent.
The very next decision reduced them to 30 per cent; and the
next decision reduced them, as I said, so as to come under
paragraph 305, and to something like 10 per cent. The last
decision made by Mr. de Vries was the one that changed the
classification causing the goeds to fall within paragraph 312,
which was the Dingley paragraph 304; and the importations
under this paragraph do not amount to much. But who can

.tell the amount of importations under all the other paragraphs?

Mr. DOLLIVER. The truth is that the importation of them
never amounted to anything, whatever paragraph they came in
under, as the proprietor of any dry-goods store will tell you.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, so far as the truth of the mat-
ter is concerned, we do know that they amounted to this much:
That the importers of New York spent thousands and thousands
of dollars in attorneys’ fees for a decision of the court to take
etamines out of paragraph 339 and put them into a paragraph
carrying a lower rate; and after they had secured the decision
changing this class of goods from paragraph 339 to paragraph
822, they commenced another fight to get them in at a lower
rate, and then still a lower rate. They were still not content,
but wanted a lower rate; and under another decision they re-
ceived it.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Towa?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly, I do.

Mr. DOLLIVER. All of these court decisions put together
are applicable to etamines, so called, and vitrages and the
green goods that the Senator has exhibited here, the fancy
cottong, like tidies and table covers, affected by the decisions—
all of them put together, instead of furnishing any reason for
changing the Dingley tariff law, as this committee has changed
it, in reality are negligible quantities in the commerce of the
United States. =

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, against that statement I
will put this statement

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Rhode
Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. Against that statement of the Senator from
Towa ¥ will put this statement, with knowledge: I know that
the provisions of the act of 1897 in regard to etamines intended
to include all the soft fabrics, fancy fabrics of a low count that
were imported into the United States, and I know that that pur-
pose of the Government has been frustrated, and that the law
has been emasculated by the men who are here now in this city
demanding that frauds upon the Government shall be consum-
mated by the Senate of the United States, not only by this de-
cision, but by half a dozen decisions, to which I will call the
attention of the Senate; and that neither the Senator from
Towa nor any other Senator can say to what extent this fraudu-
lent changing of the law——

- A{:.’,DOLLIVER. What does the Senator mean by “fraudu-
ent ? :

Mi, ALDRICH. I mean fraudulent in the sense that the in-
tention of Congress has been absolutely destroyed.

Mr. DOLLIVER. By whom?

Mr. ALDRICH. By various people who have had to decide
these questions.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Have they decided the questions correctly?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not according to my judgment. Dut
whether they decided them correctly or not, the effect is what
I am talking about; and it is that effect which I propose to ask
the Senate to cure. I propose to ask the Senate that this impor-
tation of goods, valued at 24 cents a yard, at 1 cent a yard
shall stop; and if the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from
Wisconsin say, because we put a reasonable duty on them, we
have increased the rate four or five or #ix hundred per cent, that
is the effect of revising this law so that a proper and reason-
able duty will be imposed upon these articles.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, against the statement
of the Senator from Rhode Island, I put the figures. All the
cotton goods imported into this country last year at the rate
of duty of 15 per cent or under amounted to but $74,397.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. There was $9,000,000 worth of goods im-
ported into the United States valued above the specific rate
fixed by the act of 1897 from 7 to 20 cents a yard; and neither
the Senator from Wisconsin nor the Senator from Iowa can even
give the slightest guess as to what proportion of that $9,000,000
worth of goods had been reduced from 60 per cent to 45 per cent,
and to rates varying from 4 to 6 to 10 to 20 to 25 and 30 per cent
below the intention of Congress, clearly expressed, in my judg-
ment.

Now, it is to cure those defects that I am pleading here in
behalf of the laborers engaged in these industries and in behalf
of the honest collection of duties. I am asking the Senate to
restore the law as it stood in 1897, and not to permit these gen-
tlemen who, by one means or another, have secured the changes,
to consummate their purposes through the action of the Senate
of the United States. :

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. CLAY. I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a
question.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a moment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de-
clines to yield for the present. X

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a moment, and I will yield. The
Senator from Rhode Island can stand on this floor and make
his declarations without authority as many times as he chooses,
but he can mot wipe out the work of the department. All the
imports under the cotton schedule amount to but a fraction of
3 per cent of the total production of this country of that
product.

Mr, ALDRICH. I was aware of that fact.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from South
Carolina.

Mr. TILLMAN. I want fto ask the Senator from Rhode Island
to specify as to this indictment which he brings against some-
body who has changed the law, as he states. Does he attack
the courts?

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from South Caro-
lina has asked me that question three or four times,

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not recall that I have.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has.

Mr. TILLMAN. But if the Senator reiterates the assertion
and does not prove it, I will keep on asking him until the end
of time.

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is any satisfaction to the Senator, I
will give him a memoranda of the cases and he can read them
for himself and see who rendered the decisions which made
these changes in the law and what their effect was. If he will
read the speech of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Samoor] upon the
subject——

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to be referred by the Senator
fmmelI}.hode Island to the Senator from Utah. Let him tell me
hims
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Mr. ALDRICH. I will give the Senator himself the memo-
randa as to the eases which I have referred to.

Mr. TILLMAN. Why not print them in the Recorp and let
us all read them?

Mr. CLAY. Let me ask the Senator a question there, because
it has given me some trouble.

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr., CLAY. What was the Dingley rate per yard on these
goods selling for 24 cents per yard?

Mr. ALDRICH. Sixty per cent on part of them and 45 per
cent on the others.

Mr. CLAY. What change in that rate did these decisions
make?

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Utah has just said that the
first decision reduced the rate from 60 per cent to 45 per cent;
the next decision reduced the rate from 45 to 30 per cent, as I
remember; and the next decision reduced the rate to about 6
per cent.

Mr. CLAY. Under what theory? :

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can get the decisions, and can
read them.

Mr. CLAY. I do not care to have the decisions read. All the
courts could do would be simply to construe the law as to what
it meant; but the courts could not change the law.

Mr. ALDRICH. No.

Mr. CLAY. And the courts simply held what the Dingley
law was. Now, how does the Senator know—here is a question
of importance to me—and can the Senator inform the Senate
as to what was the intention of Congress in regard to those

ds?

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I can answer that question. Con-
gress intended by the provisions of the Dingley Act, as I have
already said, to put on soft fancy cotton of a low count a duty
of 60 per cent ad valorem, upon the theory that that count did
not in any way affect the value or the question of wvalue.
“ Cloths counting less than 50 threads to the square inch” were

intended to cover all the coarse cotton cloths that are made in |

the United States, and the duty was a cent a yard.

These fancy goods did not count perhaps over 50, or from 50
to 100, or possibly from 100 to 150 threads to the square inch.
If they were admitted under the countable provision, the duties
might have ranged from 20 per cent to 25, or from 25 to 30 per
cent, instead of 60 per cent. Of course it was of very great im-
portance to the importers to have the etamines taken out of the
60 per cent clause into a lower clause; and the courts decided
that the word “ etamines ™ should not apply to any of the goods,
except such as were commercially known as “etamines.” It is
barely possible—perhaps I should say it is probable—that Con-
gress could have used some more comprehensive term in that
connection than “etamines;” but “ etamines” were known to
the trade at the time, and it was intended by Congress, and so
supposed by everybody, that that word did apply to all these
fancy goods. There is another decision——

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Michigan,
if the Senator from Rhode Island has concluded.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have concluded,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not desire to annoy the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island, but I am anxious, if possible, to har-
monize the statement which he has made with the conclusions
which I have partially reached. Now, Mr. President, Mr. Lip-
pitt is acknowledged to be a leading cotton manufacturer in
New England, is he not?

Mr. ALDRICH. He is a cotton manufacturer of great in-
telligence.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr, President, what does he
mean when he makes this statement:

It—

Meaning the form of the present cotton tariff—

has been the object of many legal attacks, in the course of which the
terms used have for the most part been given careful legal definitions,
and therefore should not be disturbed.

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator what I think Mr,
Lippitt meant, because I——

‘Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Rhode
Island.

Mr. ALDRICH (continuing). Because I happen to know
something about the litigation to which Mr. Lippitt refers.
There was a contention in the court that another provision of
the act imposed a duty of 1 and 2 cents a yard upon what are
called lappets and fancy goods, and that that should be imposed
as a cumulative duty. That duty was upheld by the courts,
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I am not sure, of course, whether or not Mr. Lippitt knew
about these other matters to which I have referred, but you
will find that he says there, in that same statement, that there
are some minor matters still in controversy.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, yes.

Mr, ALDRICH. Those are some of the minor things, I sup-
pose, he referred to; but whether he referred to those or not, I
say to the Senator from Michigan that, in my judgment, if
we want a consistent and systematic tariff bill, based upon
specific rates, which do not increase ome particle the rates
fixed by the House, it is simply a matter of the substitution of
specific rates for ad valorem rates in the interest of the rev-
enue; and, as I will explain, I think, to the satisfaction of the
Senator from Michigan——

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I certainly hope so.

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly will.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if I understand
the Senator from Rhode Island correctly, he is not in exact
harmony with Mr. Lippitt as to the wisdom or unwisdom of
this new classification.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I am exactly in harmony with him;
I think I am in harmony with every man who wants the rev-
enue honestly collected and who wants a cotton schedule that
will be symmetrical and harmonious in all its parts and that
does not raise the rates above those now imposed by law.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. I do.

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from Michigan,
that the trouble with Mr, Lippitt at the fime he made that
statement before the Committee on Ways and Means was that
he was not aware of the new doctrine that the tariff was to be
revised upward. If he had been impressed with that idea, his
statement would have been more conservative. [Laughter.]

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes.

Mr., SMITH of Michigan. I am bound to say, in all candor,
that I agree entirely with the statement of the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. NersoN]. I have read Mr. Lippitt's testimony
line for line several times, and I do not understand him to urge
an inerease in these rates, and I do not think that the chairman
of the Committee on Finance is under his influence at all. If
he had been, he would not increase these rates.

Mr. ALDRRICH, Mr. President, if the Senator from Michigan
will bear with me——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Rhode
Island. .

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Lippitt was not in this country when
this bill was prepared, and had not been for some time, and,
of course, I was not under his influence, but I will say to the
Senator from Michigan, with a full knowledge of what I am
saying, that the rates in this clause are not increased, and I will
show that to his satisfaction. -

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am very glad, Mr. President, to
have that statement, and I have great faith in it,

Mr. CLAY. As I understood, the Senator from Rhode Island
stated on the floor of the Senate several days ago—of course I
never refer to private conversations here, and we ought not to
do so—but I understood the Senator to say on the floor of the
Senate that while there had been a change in the rates from
ad valorem rates to specific rates, the real rates in this schedule
were the same as in the Dingley law.

Mr. ALDRICH. Or a little lower and not higher, taken as a
whole.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the regular order, Mr. President,

Mr. GORE. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do, Mr. President.

Mr. GORE. I know absolutely nothing about the influence of
Mr. Lippitt with the senior Senator from Rhode Island, but I
do not think that anybody can cast the weight of his authority
into the balance against the authority of the Senator with
respect to the passage of the Dingley Act. The Senator has
stated here to-day, and has stated repeatedly during the course
of this discussion, that no cotton manufacturer was consulted
with reference to the cotton schedule. Mr. President, I believe
that stateinent, and I presume that every other Senator beliéves
it. It is an eminently reasonable statement.
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But the Senator from Rhode Island had occasion to-day to
animadvert upon a statement contained in this celebrated Ger-
man report respecting one William Whitman. Mr. Lippitt may
have had nothing to do with this schedule; but it seemed that
Mr. Whitman had something to do with the woolen schedule
of the Dingley Act. I send to the desk a brief correspondence
between Mr. Whitman and Mr. North. Of course the Senator
from Rhode Island was not a party to that correspondence, and
he is not responsible for it. I offer it merely as shedding an
interesting side light upon the methods of tariff revision in the
past, and I offer it as an astounding instance of actual and
undeniable impropriety. But I may say that Mr. North, either
for the efficiency of his services on that occasion or for the
injury to his health, received a complimentary remembrance,
amounting to $5,000 in the coin of the realm. I ask the Secre-
tary to read the marked portions of the statement which I send
to the desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Sec-
retary will read the marked portions as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

DRESS GOODS, YARNS, AND TOPS.

78 CHAUNCY BTEREET, BoSTON,
July 10, 1897.
My Dmar Mz, NorrH: I am unable to go to Washington and have
no one to look out for my interests there but yourself, and 1 depend
upon you. Of course, Messrs. ALDRICH and D nﬁley will do all the
can, but I dePend upon your letting them know what I need. I depen
upon you. ress goods, yarns, and tops.
Wa, WHITMAN.

Yours, very truly,
' BosTox, April 6, 1897.

d upon you to look out for my interest in this regard. You
kn'ilng gow 1n'})portint" it is, not only to me, but to the whole worsted
industry of the United States. If there is the slightest danger of any
change, I must see these gentlemen before it is too Jate, = % =

Wat. WHITMAN,

BosToN, June 2, 1897.
We all depend upon you to watch closely our Interests; to see that
no is oegrnlooked or neglected by our friends on the committee. I
have no doubt they will do all they can do, but with so many interests
to look after our special representative must see to it that our interest
receives proper attentionm.
Wa, WHITMAN.

BosToN, June 9, 1897.

Bear in mind that I am depending upon you wholly to look after my
interests.

W, WHITMAN,

WAsHINGTON, D. C., June 10, 1897,

I will do the best I ean with Mr. Allison when the time comes, but
he knows nothing about the understanding I have with ALDRICH on the
worsted-yarn schedule.

8. N. D. NogTH.

WasHINGTON, D. C., June 20, 1897.

1t is lucky I was here, and just in the position I am. It has given
me a whotlfayday to worix on the matter and get it right; and with
ALDRICH away there is no one on the committee who knows anything
about it. But Allison and Platt trust me, and I expect they will both
to what 1 have asked. I went all over the matter with them

last evening. B. N. D. NorTH.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 5 o'clock and 30
minutes having arrived, in obedience to the order of the Senate
the Senate stands in recess until 8 o'clock this evening.

HEVENING SESSION.

The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m.
THE TARIFF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
dutles, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the
amendment to paragraph 313.

Mr. NELSON. I shall not suggest the absence of a quorum,
if anyone wants to speak; but if the amendment is to be put to
a vote, I shall have to call for a quornm.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE]
has the floor.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin had
the floor, and of course the Chair would recognize him were he
here.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I regret fo say that the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin is sick, worn out by his efforts and the
heat of the afternoon, and he will not be able to proceed with
his remarks until to-morrow morning.

Mr. PENROSE, I ask for the question on the pending amend-
ment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa ask
for the floor?

Mr, DOLLIVER. I do not.

Mr. HALHE. Let the pending amendment be reported.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. .The Secretary, then, will report the .
pending amendment.

Mr. BRISTOW. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas suggests
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will caH the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names: i

Aldrieh Clay Frye Nelson
Beveridge Crane Gallinger Nixon
Borah Crawford Gamble Page
Bradley lom Hale Penrose
Brandegee Cummins Heyburn Perkins
Briggs Curtis ughes Piles
Bristow Depew Johnson, N. Dak. Root
Brown Dick Jones Scott
Bulkeley Dillingham Kean Smith, Md.
Burnham Dolliver Lod, Smith, Mich.
Burrows du Pont MeCumber Smoot
Burton Fletcher McEnery Sutherland
Carter Flint Martin Warner
Clark, Wyo. Frazier Money Warren

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered
to their names, A quorum of the Senate is present. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the committee amendment to para-
graph 313.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, at the time of taking the
recess the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA ForrerrE] was ad-
dressing the Senate, and we all expected him to go on to-night.
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorrivee] has informed the Sen-
ate that the Senator from Wisconsin is ill, due to the great heat
of the day and the prolonged and unusual exertion to which he
was put in speaking for so many hours this afternoon.

I believe it is the unbroken custom of the Senate, when any
Senator is addressing the body on any question and even indi-
cates that he is weary, that the Senate, of course, lets the mat-
ter go a reasonable time, until he shall be sufficiently strong to
proceed. I think in the history of the Senate—older Senators
can say—that custom has been unbroken, and that courtesy has
never been denied to any Senator. Even this session I recall
two or three instances where a Senator upon the other side of
the Chamber was addressing the Senate, and one, I remember,
on this side of the Chamber, and it was suggested by some Sen-
ator—I think in one instance the Senator from South Carolina
suggested it—that the Senator had been speaking for two or
three hours and was evidently weary, although showing at that
time no signs of it, and of course the usual courtesy, which never
has been denied, was extended to him, and the Senate then
adjourned until the next day.

I myself know nothing about the matter, but on the state-
ment of a Senator here who does seem to know about it, it
seems to me the Senate can not break its universal rule of
courtesy to continue this matter until the Senator from Wis-
consin may have a reasonable time, not an unreasonable time, to
continue his remarks. This would be as true of the Senator
from Illinois, the Senator from Nebraska, the Senator from
Rhode Island, or the Senator from any other State.

I merely suggest this to the older Senators in this body, who
have had much larger observation in the Senate, although dur-
ing the ten years I have been here I have never known this
universal custom violated, and, of course, I take it for granted
it will not be now.

That is all I have to observe. It struck me as not being quite
fair to submit to the Senate for a vote an amendment upon
which a Senator was addressing the Senate, when at the recess
he still held the floor, and constructively holds it now, when the
Senate has the information upon the statement of a fellow Sen-
ator that that Senator is not ready to proceed.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, never within my knowledge
has the business of the Senate been suspended for two or three
days, or for one, to allow any Senator to discuss questions.
There are 10 or 12 amendments to this schedule, and we will not
be able to dispose of all of them to-night, and the Senator from
Wiscongin will probably be here to-morrow morning, and we
can go on and vote on these propositions as they come up.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not understand it to be a question
of two or three days or even of one day, nor do I understand it
to be, from what I have heard—because I must learn about the
cotton schedules from what I hear on both sides—to be a ques-
tion involving merely one amendment.

It has been stated here two or three times by the Senator
from Iowa and the Senator from Wisconsin, who constructively
holds the floor at this moment, but who on account of his indis-
position is not present to-night, that the whole question em-
braced in the discussion arises on the amendment just about to




1909.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2707

be submitted. That being the case, neither of the points made
by the Senator from Rhode Island would seem to be pertinent,
first, because there is no suggestion of a delay of two or three
days or of one day; and, second, because all of the questions
involved arise upon the amendment now under discussion.

I say this, and the Senator from Rhode Island can correct me
if I am wrong, if it is not true, that not only where a Senator
says he is indisposed, or information is credibly brought by a
Senator in honorable standing on this floor that another Sena-
tor is indisposed, but I even recall an instance in my own brief
experience where a Senator, said: “I desire to address the
Senate upon this subject, and am not ready to proceed, but shaH
be to-morrow morning.” The Senate always, so far as my ob-
servation goes—I may be wrong—has extended him the cour-
tesy of allowing him until the next morning to prepare. Is not
that true? That is not even a question of illness.

Mr. ALDRICH. There are a half-dozen Senators, including
the Senator from Indiana, who sympathize with the Senator
from Wisconsin about this matter——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. It is not a question of sym-
pathy. I have the floor.

Mr. ALDRICH. And there is no reason why the Senator
should not go on and make his speech.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I decline to yield.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana declines
to yield.

l\ylr. BEVERIDGE. First of all, because it is not a guestion
of sympathy, and, second, because of the Senator's unnecessary
suggestion that I can go on and make a speech. I have no
speech to make. I desire nothing but the fullest light upon this
question, and nothing but fair play.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. I decline to yield.

I assure the Senator from Rhode Island, and he knows it in
his heart, that that treatment would by me be accorded to him
if I was opposed to him, as much as it would be accorded to the
Senator from New Jersey or the Senator from Connecticut or
any other Senator on the Democratic side or on our side.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— y

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I do now. I yielded first to the
Senator from Rhode Island. He rose first and made those
observations, which were not necessary.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I rose to say that the Senator from Rhode
Island has been promising for four weeks that he would make a
statement about this bill, and there being a quorum present, it
would be at least a fair suggestion that he proceed to make that
statement before a vote is taken on a proposition that involves
the principle of the Senate amendments throughout this
schedule.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President—

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am so anxious to get a vote upon this bill
and every feature of it that I am willing to forego any desire
to make a speech and to go on and vote now.

Mr. DOLLIVER. This is not a gquestion of the Senator’s
desire to make a speech. It is a question of good faith with
the Senate, entered into here publicly more than ten times since
this debate began.

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume I can choose my own time to
make a statement. I shall make the statement before the
schedule passes from the consideration of the Senate. There
are 10 or 12 amendments to this schedule. I hope we may be
able to dispose of some of them to-night.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me, the first
question, which far transcends the anxiety of all of us to get a
vote upon every amendment and the bill itself, is whether or
not we shall accord that courtesy which always has been
accorded when it is brought to us on the word of an honorable
Senator here that another Senator, now having the floor, is
not prepared to proceed from physical reasons. I again remind
the older Senators—and I want to be corrected if I am wrong—
that that has always been true, even where a Senator merely
stated that he was not prepared to go on.

The Senator will recall that in the case of the Senator from
Towa, who was engaged here in an entertaining speech, upon
the suggestion of the Senator from South Carolina that the
Senator had talked a good while and evidently must be weary,
the Senator from Rhode Island was the first to accord to him
the courtesy of a night's rest.

On another oceasion, I think, perhaps, I was the one who
suggested it, although another Senator brought it up. The
Senator from Texas had been addressing the Senate for perhaps
two hours and a half, and some Senator suggested that he had

-

been speaking a long time, under great physical exertion, and
immediately the courtesy was accorded to him of continuing
the next day. Is not that true?

Mr., ALDRICH. When the Senator from Indiana shall have
concluded his remarks, I will speak.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have no remarks. I say the first
question to be decided is the question of universal courtesy,
which never yet has been broken; a courtesy which, I will say,
the Senator from Rhode Island well knows that if it involved
him——

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President——

Mr., BEVERIDGE. Just a moment. Then, I am going to sit
down. If he was not here, and it was a question upon which I
earnestly opposed him, I would feel bound to see that that
courtesy was extended to him, and to any other Senator. It is
a question of fair play.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; I am through:

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it possibly is unfortunate
that some of us have been here a good while. I thought it was
unfortunate to-day when, in the most courteous manner possible,
I asked the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Forrerre] if I
might interrupt him. He was offensive and insulting. I took
my seat, and have kept it since,

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin has occupied the
attention of the Senate for two days. The Senate yesterday did
what I think it has never done before. It took a recess in the
middle of the day to accommodate the Senator from Wisconsin.
It seems to me if we are ever going to pass this bill we must
go on and transact the business in the usual way. If a Senator
is to send word here that he is not well, and we are to adjourn
the work of the Senate until he recuperates, a dozen Senators
can do the same thing, and we will find ourselves in the ridicu-
lous attitude of not transacting the business that is before us.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is to say merely this—and of course
the Senator appreciates it—that the last remark, that a dozen
Senators might do the same thing, raises a question of good
faith. I would not have made the suggestion had not the Sena-
tor from Iowa brought to the Senate the message that I
suggested.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And of course twelve other Senators are
not going to do that. It is a question of good faith.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr, President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr, GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to say for the information of the
Senator from Indiana that I question the good faith of this
proposition, and while I have no——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That raises another question.

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; it does.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does, indeed.

Mr. PENROSE. While I have no desire to make any refer-
ence to the Senator from Wisconsin in his absence, I will be
prepared to show to the Senate at any time that a part of his
professional taciies is to make this pretense of sickness, while
he is openly abroad upon the streets consulting with the editors
of yellow journals and the agents of uplift magazines.

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Will the Senator from New Hampshire
permit me? b

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania that if the Senator from Pennsylvania can show that
this particular-instance is a matter of bad faith, it raises quite
a different question. If he can show that, I shall instantly with-
draw my suggestion.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. But it is not sufficient for
the Senator to say that it is a part of a man’s usual course of
conduet, If the Senator can show that on this occasion that is
the case, I have no suggestion to make to the Senate, but he
must show that first; and the Senator is not justified, if he
will excuse me, in suggesting this, merely upheld by a general
course of conduct. If it is true in this instance, that is one
thing; and if it is a general course of conduet, it is another
thing. The Senator knows that is a fair statement.

Mr, PENROSE. I shall be ready to show at any time that on
g0 many occasions has this practice been maintained as to
make any man in his ordinary senses absolutely refuse to be-
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lieve the veracity of any statement regarding the sickness of
the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now the Senator raises an issue with
the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. PENROSE. I make the statement; and I make it with-
out fear of contradiction, and make it as a statement which will
allow the fullest investigation, whether it spplies to this par-
ticular night or not.

Mr, BORAH and Mr. DOLLIVER addressed the Chair.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield, and to whom?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Idaho, if he
has asked me to do so.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not desire to delay this
bill for one moment, as everyone knows, but I seriously pro-
test against these accusations being made against the Senator
from Wisconsin in his absence. It is not becoming the Senate,
and it is an improper thing to do. The Senator from Wiscon-
sin ought to be permitted to be present when such serious
charges are made as involve the integrity of his actions in the
Senate Chamber, and we can do no less as a senatorial body
than to observe here the ordinary rules which prevail among
gentlemen outside of the Senate.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will occupy the atten-
tion of the Senate but a moment. I have made no accusations
against any one, and I am not going to do it. I have been
here a good while. In the discussion of this bill I have occupied
perhaps ten or fifteen minutes. The Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. LA Forierre] saw fit this morning to look in my direc-
tion and make an offensive allusion to New England. ' I rose
to ask permission to interrupt him, and he was offensive. I
have no disposition to retort in kind. I will not do that. The
only thing I want to say is that if we are to adjourn the work
of the Senate whenever it is suggested that a Senator is not
sufficiently well to continue his speech—I do not say in every
instance it would not be in good faith—we will certainly make
very slow progress with this bill

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will my friend the Senator from New
Hampshire permit me to interrupt him?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I sat near the Senator from Wisconsin,
and it did not require a physician to see that the man’s strength
was entirely exhausted. He was hardly able to stand upon his
feet, as Senators who sat near him yesterday and to-day will
bear me witness. I feel grieved——

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will yield to me for a mo-
ment, I think I see a way out of this difficulty.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island
wish to interrupt me?

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to interrupt the Senator, if he
will permit me.

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that we go on with Schedule J
to-night. That is the next schedule—flax.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is entirely satisfactory to me.
The only point I desired to make was that I thought we ought
to proceed with the work of the Senate.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
ghire yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Texas.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from New Hampshire ex-
presses his satisfaction with some arrangement. We have not
been able to hear what it is.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggested, in order to make progress, that
we go on with Schedule J—take up the amendments to that
schedule. It is the flax schedule. To that I think there is no
objection.

Mr., BEVERIDGE. There is no possible objection to that
course. The only objection was to going on with the schedule
on which a Senator had been addressing the Senate and had not
concluded his remarks. .

Mr., MONEY. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi
with pleasure.

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I am very glad to know that
the Senator frem Rhode Island has taken the course he has to
go to another schedule, which seems to solve the difficulty. I
do not believe anyone here wants to talk on this bill. I know
there is no man here who will be more glad to finish it and go
home than I.

I want to say a word, however, about the action I took on
yesterday, which has been alluded to by my friend from New

Hampshire. I was told this morning that it was unprecedented
in the Senate. I did not think of a precedent for an act of
humanity. I sat near the Senator from Wisconsin and saw the
tremendous excitement under which he was laboring, from what
cause I do not know, for it does not excite me to speak, but it
does him. I saw that he was exhausted; I saw him tremulous
as an aspen leaf, and I thought he was about to faint, I heard
him gasping for breath. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr,
Hare] came across the hall and told me he heard him over
there, that far away. I did not consider whether there was a
precedent or not.

- I simply asked for unanimous consent that we take a recess
for thirty minutes to enable the Senator from Wisconsin to so
recuperate his sirength as to enable him to proceed with his
speech. I do not regret that that action was taken, and I am
very glad the Senator was sufficiently relieved at that time to
resume his remarks.

I want to say that, as far as I am concerned, I am the last
man to make a complaint about the proceedings of the Senate,
for I am deeply sensible of the uniform kindness and indulgence
I have always received at its hands. I do not think the cause
will be at all facilitated in passing this bill by attempting to
evade any discussion or any part of it. I do not charge that
anybody is making that effort, and I do want to congratulate
the Senator from Ithode Island that he was wise enough to allow
this schedule to be passed over, in order that the Senator who was
speaking on it could complete his remarks. This is the way to
secure a speedy passage of the bill, and gentlemen on the other
side, and on both sides, will find when we unite by agreement
it is very much better than to unite by compulsion.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think no one better
knows the humanitarian instinets and kindnesses of the Sena-
tor from Mississippi than the Senator from New Hampshire.
I have been associated with him outside of the Senate. I have
Jearned to admire him greatly, because of those very gualities.
I think I can claim for myself a reasonable degree of considera-
tion on that point. But the Benator from Mississippl will re-
call the fact that after the recess was ended the Senator from
Wisconsin came in here, and instead of expressing any degree
of gratitude to the Senate for the courtesy it had sgbhown him,
practically told us he did not need any relief—that he could
have continued his speech; he felt that we bad done something
that he appreciated in a way, but it was an entirely unnecessary
courtesy.

Mr. President, I have no disposition to say another word. I
have not occupied much of the time of the Senate. I have re-
gretted that there have been some personalities and erimina-
tions and recriminations in this debate which, I hope, will cease.
I have no disposition to have an acrimonious discussion with
any Senator on either gide of the Chamber. It is not my nature.
It was a matter of sincere regret to me to-day that the Senator
from Wisconsin, who has occupied so much of the time of the
Senate, refused to permit me to ask him a question, and in a
very discourteouns and insulting manner made a retort.

1 am quite willing that the Senator from Wisconsin may be
shown all possible courtesy; but I only rose to say that I think
we ought to go along with the bill, not necessarily with the
schedule that was under consideration this afternoon, but with
some other part of the bill; and it is very gratifying to me to
have the Senator from Rhode Island make the suggestion that
he has made, which I think appeals to every Senator present
to-night.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, before we take up Schedule J,
I merely wish to say that I do not want what I consider a mis-
taken view to go without any protest as to what I think the
practice of the Senate has been in such cases. I have never
known the business of the Senate stopped and the position taken
that no business could go on; that nobody else could speak be-
cause it was not convenient for one Senator to speak at that
moment. Again and again, at the close of a day, the Senate
will adjourn in order to allow a Senator to complete his re-
marks the next day. But that courtesy is widely different from
the proposition that because a certain Benator is not ready to
go on all debate must cease on the subject which he is discuss-
ing, and nobody else must speak and no other consideration be
had. I have never known that done for anybody in my time
of service here. Others have had more. '

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the question was not in
the least whether the Senate should not proceed with business.
The question was mot in the least whether any other Senator
should or should not speak. The guestion was upon a demand
for a vote on a pending question, upon which question a Senator
was addressing the Senate under the ecirenmstances that have
been presented. No Senator in this body will say that he ecan
remember a time in the history of the Senate when a vote was
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insisted npon under those circumstances, There is not & man
here who has not been willing and more than willing to go on
either with the debate or with other business of the Senate,
But that was not the guestion, and that is not the way it is
going to be permitted to be ended. The gquestion was whether
or not we should have a vote on the guestion upon which the
Senator from Wisconsin was addressing the Senate when an
honorable Senator informed us that he was il and he could not
proceed. That quegtion which has been so happily settled to the
satisfaction of all will not be permitted to be clouded after it
has been settled.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The SBenator from Rhode Island
requests that the Senate now take up Schedule J. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the
first paragraph passed over in Schedule J.

The Secrerary. On page 116, Schedule J, “flax, hemp, and |
Jjute and manufactures of,” the commitiee proposes to insert
after the subhead a new paragraph, as follows:

330a. Flax straw, §5 per ton.
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph |

is agreed to. It is agreeil to. 'The Secretary will read the next |

paragraph passed over.
The SecreErary. It is proposed to insert a new paragraph as |
follows: !
3300. Flax, not hackled or dressed, 1 cent per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph
is agreed fo. It is agreed to. The Secretary will read the next
paragraph passed owver.

The Secretary read as follows:

833. Hemp, and tow of hemp, $20 per ton; hemp, hackled, known as
“ line of hemp,” $40 per ton.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objeetion, the paragraph
is agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. The Secretary
will read the next paragraph passed over.

The Becretary read as follows:

B834. Single

arns made of jute, not finer than § lea or number, 1
cent per %oun and 10 per cent ad va ; if finer than § lea or
number, per cent ad walorem; yarns made of jute not otherwise
specially provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad walorem.

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph
will be agreed to.

Mr. BRADLEY. I have an amendment before the Senate |
which I desire may be called up.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky offers
an amendment to paragraph 334. i
33§ir. BRADLEY. It is to insert a new paragraph, paragraph

3.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read by the Secretary.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator to wait until we
reach the free list on that item.

Mr. BRADLEY. I did not hear the remark of the Senator
from Rhode Island. -

Mr. ATLDRICH. That amendment will properly come up
when we reach the free Iist.

Mr. BRADLEY. No, sir; I beg the Senator’s pardon. Jute
is one of the items under the free st

The VICHE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Kentucky will be stated.

The Secrerary. It is proposed to imsert as a new paragraph,
at the top of page 117, after line 2, the following:

3383, Jute and jute butts, 1} cents per pound.

Mr., BRADLEY. Mr. President, some time ago I ecalled the
attention of the Senate to this amendment, which at that time
was proposed. Unfortunately for me, at the time I made those
remarks the lunch hour was at hand and very few Senators
were present. With the consent of the Senate, I desire in a
very brief way to call the attention of Senaters to the object
of the amendment.

In the first place, hemp is an old industry. At one time the
article was largely raised in Virginia, Missouri, Kentucky, and
‘other States. First and last, it has been successfully raised in |
many of the  States of this Union, especially, I may say, in
Pennsylvania, Indiana, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, and
Kansas, It is now raised only in Nebraska, California, and
Kentucky.

The Agricultural Department has made many tests in the
different States, and from a report of that department I find
that it can be raised along the Pacific coast, in almest the entire
_’gallley of the Mississippi, and in mearly every State of the

nion.

A tariff has existed on hemp, with fhe exception of a few |
years, from the very beginning of our Government. The at-

tention of the country was forcibly called to that matter by

Henry Clay. The industry increased in development up to a
period just preceding the war, until it had grown to immense
proportions for that day and time. There were 417 mills in
the United States, 50 of which were in New York and 159, I
believe, in the State of Kentucky. There were also some in
Massachuseits and other States. It was then raised in large
quantities. It was found that with slave labor and protection
it could be made profitable. There are now only 28 mills in
the United States.

After the war, however, labor became uncertain and the hemp
industry was very materially decreased. However, it main-
tained its existence to a considerable extent up to 1890, when
jute and jute butts were put upon the free list. It exists now
only by reasen of the fact that there is but comparatively little
of it cultivated, there having been only 8,000 tons produced last
year, where once were produced 80,000 tons. 8o long as the
hemp industiry is kept within a coniracted circle that long it
is profitable, because for certain purposes hemp is indispensable.
Those purposes are not, however, very general, and it takes but
a small guantity in order to supply them. When that market
is supplied then hemp comes in conflict with jute and jute butts,
and if any great quantity were produced it would find no sale
beyond the coniracted market to which I have referred.

I want to say to Senators that jute and jute butts are culti-

| vated by labor paid 5 cents a day, while labor in the hemp fields

costs $1.50 per day. I want to say, further, to Senators that
for a period after the war, by reasen of the uncertainty of laber,
the hemp industry languished, but in the last few years ma-

| chines have been invented by which hemp can be cut and be
| broken, so that no lenger is the unecertainty of labor a question,

The only trouble now is the free importation of jute.

From 1904 to 1908 the importations inte this eountry of jute
and jute manufactures increased from $20,000,000 to $34,000,000,
70 per cent in four years.

Now I want to call attention to the fact that 107,533 tons
of jute were imported into this country last year free of duty.

| And yet Senators tell ms that they are in favor of protecting

American labor! When you allow this foreign article to be
brought in here, produced in the fields of India at 5 cents per day

| labor, to come in conflict with Ameriean labor, and yet say that

¥you are protectionists, I do not understand it.

And while, Mr. President, jute is brought in free, Congress
has been especially careful to place a protective duty on the
manufactures of jute. The American who manufactures jute
is amply protected, while the farmer who produces hemp and
flax receives no protection whatever.

That may be protection; that may be Republicanism; but if
it is either, I do not understand it. Not only so, but the effect

| of this free jute is felt by the farmer who raises flax as much

or more as the producer of hemp. Two million eight hundred
theusand acres of flax were raised last year, mostly in the
States of Minnesota, Kansas, Wisconsin, Montana, Michigan,
Missouri, Towa, Nebraska, and the Dakotas, for the seed; and

| we find that out of 5,000,000 tons of flax straw produced only

300,000 tons of it were manufactured, simply because the farm-
ers and manufacturers could not compete with free jute.

I beard my distinguished friend the junior Senator from
Texas [Mr. Bamrey] the other day say that he would not vote
to make any article free unless it was an absolute necessity
of life, I want to talk to the Democratic Senators who an-
nounce themselves in favor of a tariff for revenue. I want
1o ask you whether or not yon think that this jute should come
into this couniry free and without the payment of a single
cent of tax, while a 1} cent duty would produce threé¢ million
two hundred thousand dollars.

Senators talk about reducing the wages of labor. I know
there are some gentlemen on the floor of the Senate who talk
eloguently upon the subject of protection, who, as soon as the
question of jute is raised, vacate their seats and run into the

| cloakroom. Why? They are the very Senators in this body

who are for the highest protection on manufactured jute, be-
cause it is in their own section, and they are willing to sacrifice
ihe farmer of this country, to injure the hemp grower and the
flax grower, but they are not willing to saerifice the jute manu-
facturer in their own section.

In the language of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Erxixs], if there is anything on earth I do not like, it is a
= protectionist.” This doctrine is right, or it is wrong. If
protection is right upon one article, it is right upon all where
that article needs protection in order to foster the indusiry.

I have seen a great many sorts of politics since I have been
in the Senate, Mr. President, a great many strange things that
I do mot undersiand, being a young man from the country, not
acquainted with the arts and sciences of politics, but a simple,
plain, old-fashioned Kentuckian, I have seen a lot of things up
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here that I do not understand. And tariff, tariff, tariff has
been ringing in my ears until I feel a good deal like the man
who killed another down in Kentucky. When he was arraigned
he was asked to tell his story. He said: “I killed him in self-

defense.” *“ Well,” said the lawyer, “did he try to kill you?”
. “Noj; he did not,” *“Did bhe draw a weapon on you?” *“No;
he did not.” *“Did he insult your wife or your daughter?”

“No; he did not.,” *“ Then, what did you kill him for?” *‘ Be-
cause he came to my house, when I was behaving myself like a
gentleman and not interrupting anybody, and said he had come
down there to talk tariff to me. That is the reason I killed
him.” [Laughter.]

Now, Mr. President, I do not want to talk anybody to death.
I have tried to be as modest as I could. I know that a junior
Senator stands mighty little chance in this body. When I came
here one of my old friends in the Senate came to me and said:
“Be careful, Senator; remember you are nothing but a junior.
Keep quiet. If you venture, these senior Senators will take you
in out of the wet.” [Laughter.] I have heard my mother talk
about the bogey man and all that sort of thing, but I will tell
you honestly that I have been alarmed ever since I have been
in Washington, and what I stand in dread of is the presence of
the senior Senators in this body. [Laughter.]

There are a great many dangerous things in this world.
Automobiles are dangerous things; they are liable to run over
you and kill you. Electric cars are dangerous things; they are
liable to run over you and kill you. But there is nothing on
this earth that can compare in point of danger to a senior
Senator when he stands properly on his stilts, [Laughter.]

I want Senators to indulge me while I speak under this state
of alarm. It is a strange thing to me, Mr. President, that there
is no protection to the farmer in flax or hemp. It is a strange
thing to me that 4,700,000 tons of flax straw in your States are
burned up and go up in smoke every year because you can not
compete with jute.

You want protection for lemons in California. I believe in
protecting lemons in California. [Laughter.] You want pro-
tection for lumber in the State of Washington, All right; I
believe in protecting lumber in the State of Washington.
[Laughter.] You want protection for coal and iron in West
Virginia and Alabama. All right; I believe in protecting coal
and iron. [Laughter.] I believe in protecting everything that
needs protection.

Now, I want to know whether other Senators are equally as
fair and as honest in this respect. You say you have mnot
enough tariff on jute manufactures; that if you have a duty on
jute you must increase it on your jute manufactures. If that
is true, increase it. Increase it; that is your business. [Laugh-
ter.] But, in the name of justice, do not protect your jute
manufacturers when you refuse to protect the farmer from
the importation of free jute. If there is anything in this world
that is imported into the United States free, that is absolutely
a source of disgust to an American citizen, it is jute. [Laugh-
ter.] Where does jute come from? Who are the people who
make jute? Heathens; yellow men, spotted men, everything on
earth but white men. They go out and work in the fields. I
had some pictures of some of them the other day. I wish you
could see them. They have never found out that the day of
fig leaves is past. [Laughter.] And that is the sort of de-
graded labor that you reward in free America by allowing jute
to come to your shores unprotected.

I appeal to the Senate for justice in this matter. It is true
I come from the State of Kentucky, but I am not ashamed of
that. There is no better State on this earth than Kentucky.
Kentucky is like the man’s wife was who said that there never
was a better woman on earth than she as long as her husband
would let her have her own way. [Laughter.]

Why should we not have this protection? What is the reason
why we should not have it? Are we a part of this country or
not? We pay more internal revenue [laughter] than any State
in this Union except two. [Laughter.]

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator suspend until the
Chair suggests to the occupants of the galleries that they are
all here as guests of the Senate, and that the decorum of the
Senate does not permit demonstrations of either approval or
disapproval by such guests. The Senator from Kentucky will
proceed. J

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. President, I hope that the occupants of
the galleries will be in order. [Laughter.] I surely do not

desire to be the innocent cause of any trouble in the Senate,
for I have heard enough of this trouble lately, and I am glad
I have not made anybody mad this session. I
I am not going to be mad unless
[Laughter.]

I am out of it.
have not been mad either.
the Senate refuses to give me a tariff on jute,

Then I reserve the right to myself to get mad and to stay mad
during the remainder of the session. [Laughter.]

I promised you, Mr. President, when I rose, that I would
speak but a few moments. I have heard very many Senators
say that and do right to the contrary. I am going to show you
that there is one Senator who can keep his word. [Laughter.]
I am going to suspend right here, relying upon the justice, the
statesmanship, and the Americanism of the Members of this
great Senate. ‘-

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BraprLey]. [Putting the question.] The *“ayes" have it, and
the amendment is agreed to.

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on
that amendment.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph passed over
will be stated.

The SecrerAry. The next paragraph passed over is para-
graph 334,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to agreeing to
the paragraph? The Chair hears none.

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have an amendment to that
paragraph, in line 6, after the word * yarns,” to insert the words
“in the gray.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The SeEcreTARY. In paragraph 334, page 117, line 6, after the
word “ yarns,” it is proposed to insert the words “ in the gray.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment,

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will
explain the amendment. We are absolutely in the dark on an
amendment offered with no information given in regard to it.

Mr. ALDRICH., This makes the paragraph apply to yarns
which are not colored or bleached.

Mr. BACON. I again request that the Chair shall put the
question to the Senate on amendments, and not put us in the
position of not objecting. We want to get information about
these amendments. We do not desire that it shall appear by
the REcorp that we are agreeing to them.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will allow the Chair
to say that when the Senator says he makes that request again,
the Chair applied it to a single division of the bill, else the
Chair would not have put it in that form, though he understood
the Senator desired it in that way. The question mow is on
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. ArpricH].

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph passed over
will be stated.

The SECRETARY,
graph 343.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is an amendment in paragraph 336.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment. If the Senator refers to the amendment in line 19, that
was agreed to on the first reading of the bill.

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to offer an amendment to that
paragraph, in line 18. I ask that the vote by which the amend-
ment was agreed to be reconsidered for the purpose of making
this amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote by
which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered. The
Secretary will now state the amendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 117, line 18, after the word “ num-
ber,” I propose the amendment which I send to the desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 117, line 18, after the word “ num-
ber,” it is proposed to insert “12 cents per pound and.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
to the amendment.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to know what that
amendment means. Let it be read again.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Rhode Island will be again stated.

The SecreTaArY. On page 117, in line 18, after the word
“number,” it is proposed to insert the words “12 cents per
pound, and,” so that if amended it will read:

If made from yarn finer than five lea or number, 12 cents per

and three-fourths of 1 cent per pound additional for each
number.

The next paragraph passed over is para-

und,
ea or
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next
paragraph passed over,.

The Secrerary. The next paragraph passed over is para-
graph 343—oilcloth for floors, and so forth.

Mr. HALE. I gave notice the other day that I would ask
that paragraph 339 be reconsidered in order to offer an amend-
ment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., The Senator from Maine asks
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which paragraph
339 was agreed to. Without objection, the vote by which the
paragraph was agreed to will be reconsidered. The Senator from
Maine offers an amendment, which the Secretary will state.

Mr. HALE. The amendment has been considered by the
Committee on Finance.

The Secrerary. In lieu of paragraph 339, as printed in the
bill, it is proposed to insert as a new paragraph the following:

339. Floor matting, plain, fancy, or figured, manufactured of split
gtraw, grass, or rushes, or other vegetable substances not otherwise
provided for, commonly known to the trade as China and Indla mattings,
containing 90 ends of warp or less, 3 cents per square yard; if con-
taining more than 90 ends of warp, 12 cents per square yard; floor
mattings manufactured of round straw, arass or rushes, known to the
trade as Japanese matting, if containing 185 ends of warp or less, 3
eents per sguare yard; containln% more than 185 ends of wn& 12
cents per square yard: Provided, t Invoices of all imported ina,
India, or Japanese mattings shall specify the number of ends of warp
contained therein.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Maine if his amendment makes an increase or decrease
over the present law. We could net eateh the amendment
clearly. I have had some complaints from merchants in my
State in regard to paragraph 339.

Mr. HALE. It does not interfere with the common kinds:
it is only the larger kinds of matting, the higher classes of
matting, which are affected. Otherwise the paragraph is pre-
cisely as reported.

Mr. CLAY. There is an increase on the higher classes?

Mr. HALE. Yes; on the higher clasges. It is not so much
of an increase as it is the development of the industry. I can
give the reasons as given here by the experts, if the Senator
requires it. It is for the development of the industry, not in-
terfering with the common kinds of matting.

Mr. CLAY. I do not think I eare to bave anything rend to
the Senate now. I simply wanted a statement.

Mr. HALE. I will only say that this whole matter, of course,
will go into conference and will be fully considered there. T
have had the amendment drawn so that it will not interfere
in any way with the lower and ecommoner kinds of matting.

Mr. CLAY. The paragraph, as it stands in the bill, is simply
the reenactment of the Dingley law, is it not?

Mr. HALE. I think it is almost exactly or guite the language
of the Dingley law. The only change in this regard is in rela-
tion to the higher kinds of matting.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I, like the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Cray], have received some communications from
merchants and others dealing in these kinds of articles, protest-
ing against the increase of rates, and I am impressed that this
matting, made from straws and vegetable materials, composes
the floor covering for people in moderate circumstances. I do
not think it meets the case to say that it is only the finer kinds
of matting upon which the duty is increased by this amendment.
All kinds of matting made of this material are floor coverings,
required by people who are not able to indulge in velvet carpets
or floor coverings of that kind. I submit that a duty of the
kind proposed by this amendment will add materially to the cost
of this kind of floor covering. Under those conditions, I feel it
my duty to oppose the amendment,

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Florida is entirely wrong.
The amendment does not in any way affect the kind of mattings
the Senator has in view. It does not raise the price; and it
ought not to raise the price. The constituents of the Senator
are not in any way unfavorably affected by this amendment.
The amendment was very carefully drawn. I will not, however,
take any more time in regard to it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Harg].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DOLLIVER, Mr. President, I desire to call the attention
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance to paragraph 338.
I notice that an amendment has been inserted in the first line
of the paragraph, putting some of the fish nets made of cotton
into that paragraph. I desire to call the attention of the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island to the fact that, if cotton cloths of the
material out of which those nets are made, are made dutiable
at 60 per cent under paragraph 345, it will operate to create a
duty of 80 per cent on that very cheap article of cotton manu-
facture. I do not know whether that is thought desirable or
not, but I eall the Senator’s attention to it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand the last part of the
Senator’s statement.

Mr. DOLLIVER. T refer to the cotton cloths out of which
fish nets are made,

Mr. ALDRICH. In what paragraph is that?

Mr. DOLLIVER. It is in paragraph 345.

Mr. ALDRICH, The nettings referred to in paragraph 345
are made of yarn, and not of cloth.

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the word “ cords” occurs in line 4.

Mr. ALDRICH. Those are cords that are used for orpa-
mentation.

Mr. DOLLIVER. “ Wholly or in part of cotton.”

Mr. ALDRICH. As I have stated, those cords are used for
the ornamentation of dresses,

Mr. DOLLIVER. If that is so, I withdraw the suggestion.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am sure of it

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph passed over
will be stated.

The SecreTary. Paragraph 343, oilcloth for floors, plain, °
stamped, painted——

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask that this paragraph be passed over
at this time.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unan-
imous consent to pass over paragraph 343.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that, if the Senator
is not ready; but the committee have some amendments to sug-

gest,

Mr. CUMMINS. I have some amendments to offer, but I did
not suppose that the paragraph would be reached to-night. I
have not them in my desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No objection is heard——

Mr. ALDRICH. T have two committee amendments to offer.
I will propose them and then let the paragraph go over.

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no objection to that.

Mr. ALDRICH, The amendments are in line 6, after the
word “ other,” to insert the word * floor,” so as to read “all
other floor oilcloth,” so that there shall be no question as to
what oilcloths are referred to; and then to strike out “ except silk
oilcloth,” in the next line. Those are committee amendments,
which I assume are in line with the thought of the Senator
from Iowa upon this subject.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, one of the amendments that
I had in mind to offer was striking out the words “and all
other oilcloth,” as being wholly unnecessary, unless it is in-
tended to include table oileloth in the paragraph.

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it is not intended to do that; and for
that reason the committee propose to insert the word “floor,”
so that it will apply only to floor oileloth.

Mr. CUMMINS. I suggest the word “floor,” found in the
first line, would qualify sufficiently, I think, the description.,
However, if the Senator agrees to pass the paragraph over, we
can discuss that hereafter.

Mr. ALDRICH. I had an idea that the amendments sug-
gested by the committee were exactly along the line of the
ideas of the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. CUMMINS. They are; but I wish to go further and to
ask that there be an additional separation ; that is to say, I shanl
ask that all linoleum under 9 feet in width shall not be taxed
the same amount per square yard, for there is so vast a differ-
ence in the value of linoleum of the same width, if you please,
that it is unjust to attach the same duty to all the qualities of
this material. :

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, does the Senator from Iowa
prefer to have these amendments go over unadopted, or would
he consent to have them now adopted?

Mr. CUMMINS. T have no objection whatever to the adop-
tion of the amendments the Senator proposes, because they
cover precisely one of the amendments that I had intended to
offer, although in a different way.

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, I ask, Mr. President, that the amend-
ments which I have suggested be adopted, and that the para-
graph be then passed over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated.
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The SECRETARY. On page 119, paragraph 343, line 6, before
the word “oilcloth,” it is proposed to insert the word * floor;”
and after the word “ oilcloth,” at the end of line 6, to strike out
the parenthesis and the words within it “ except silk oilcloth.”

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
whether those are increases over the present rates?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; they are amendments to prevent the
paragraph from applying to oilcloths other than floor oilcloths;
for instance, oileloths that are used for table covers or for other
particular purposes are not entitled to the high rates which are
included in this paragraph. But the paragraph has been passed
over, at the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, who has some
amendments reducing the rates.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over
as amended. The next amendment passed over will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 844, as follows:

344, Bhirt collars and cuffs, composed of cotton, 45 cents per dozen

leces and 15 per cent ad valorem ; composed in whole or in part of
ﬁuen, 40 cents per dozen pieces and 20 per cent ad valorem.

The paragraph was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next
paragraph passed over.

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 345. Laces, lace window cur-
tains, and all other lace articles——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. All the committee amendments to
paragraph 345 have been agreed to. Without objection, the
.- paragraph as amended is agreed to. The Chair hears no ob-
jection.

Mr. ALDRICH. Have all the committee amendments to that
paragraph been agreed to?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have all been agreed to. 'The
Secretary will state the next paragraph passed over.

The SecrReTARY. Paragraph 347, page 121, plain woven fab-
rics of single jute yarns——

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee has an amendment to para-
graph 346, I ask that the vote by which the paragraph was
adopted may be reconsidered, for the purpose of offering an
amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no amendment in that
paragraph, so the Senator may offer his amendment without a
motion to reconsider.

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, I move to strike out the words,
line 7, “nets, nettings.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. In paragraph 346, page 121, line 7, after the
word *“curtains,” it is proposed to strike out “ nets, nettings.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments to para-
graph 347 have been agreed to. .

Mr. JONES., Mr, President, I should like to have paragraph
347 and paragraph 349 passed over. I have amendments to
offer to both of those paragraphs. I thought I had all the data
here, but I find I have not, as I did not expect the paragraphs
to come up to-night, I should like to have those two para-
graphs go over.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that those paragraphs be passed over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 347
and paragraph 349 will be passed over, The Secretary will
state the next paragraph passed over.

The SEcrerArRY. Paragraph 3850, bagging for cotton, gunny
cloth, and similar fabries—

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that that paragraph be passed over, at
the request of several Senators.

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator intend to take it up to-mor-
row?

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator
from Rhode Island that I have an amendment pending putting
cotton bagging on the free list, which I trust may be adopted
to-night.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Mississippl also has an
amendment, as have, I think, several other Senators. I do not
want to have that amendment considered just now. The com-
mittee have not yet made up their minds as to just what ought
to be done with this paragraph.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator will congsent to the consid-
eration of it at an early day, I trust.

Mrpr., ALDRICIHI. I think so; yes.

Mr, CLAY. Probably to-morrow?

in

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure about to-morrow. I will see
the Senator from Texas before it is taken up and give him ample
notice with regard to_it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
that the paragraph be passed over?

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that we might settle this to-
night, if the Senator from Rhode Island and the committee are
disposed to treat the southern farmer as they have treated the
western farmer. This cotton bagging is absolutely necessary to
the southern farmers, and it is thrown away as soon as we pack
the cotton. We have to buy it and pay for it, and then we lose
it when the cotton gets to the market, for it is subtracted as
tare. The western farmer, who has to cut his wheat and oats,
gets his binding twine free, and why should not the southern
farmer, who has to prepare his cotton for market, get his bag-
ging and ties free?

I made an appeal to the Senator and his committee in the last
tariff bill twelve years ago in relation to this matter. I got no
hearing then, but I think his heart is a little softer now than it
was a long time ago, and that he will realize that he ought to
make some reasonable concession and let us feel that we are not
simply discriminated against because we are from the South.

Mr. ALDRICH. I assure the Senator from South Carolina
and the Senate that the committee at a very early day will take
up this matter and give it very careful consideration.

Mr. BACON. My friend from South Carolina is mistaken in
his recollection.

Mr. ALDRICH. My recollection is that the Senate agreed
to the proposition referred to by the Senator from South Caro-
lina.

Mr, BACON. During the consideration of the Dingley bill
an amendment was adopted in the Senate putting both bagging
and ties on the free list, but it was stricken out in conference
committee.

Mr. TILLMAN. That means that the conferees of the Sen-
ate gave us away, or they surrendered to the House; and they
might do it again. It is just a question of whether we are
going to have consideration and they will stand by us in the
conference, as we have a right to expect. They stood by free
binding twine and gave that to the western farmer.

I know I made a very urgent plea—I do not know whether
it was a strong or an eloquent one, but I tried to make it so—
for the consideration of the item in regard to sacks for wheat,
which has been passed over at the instance of the Senator
from Washington [Mr. JoNES]. An immense expenditure is re-
quired in the South in sacking our fertilizers. But that has
been passed over, and I do not want to consume time. How-
ever, I want the Senator prayerfully to consider this business
of Jetting the farmers of the South and the West fare alike,

Mr. ALDRICH. My friend from South Carolina knows his
persuasive influence over the committee, and especially over
the chairman of the committee.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator and I have been very good
personal friends, and I have made many appeals to him in
matters of legislation; but his heart has grown flinty and he
has turned that stony gaze on me which left not even a shadow
of hope. 8o I am afraid, unless he will give me his promise;
and if he will give me his promise, I will be satisfied, for he
never breaks his word, so far as I ever heard.

Mr. ALDRICH. I promise the Senator now that the com-
mittee will give the matter careful consideration. If we have
to do this at all, we want to do it in a manner that will enable
us to go before the House conferees and say that we are going
to stand by it.

Mr. TILLMAN. All you have got to do is to ask the Senate
for a vote on it, and you will get a unanimous vote, except
probably from one or two Senators, whose States are interested
in the manufacture of bagging. There is nobody here much
interested in keeping the duty on bagging except possibly three
or four Senators,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the para-
graph being passed over? The Chair hears none. The Secre-
tary will state the next paragraph passed over.

The SeCReTARY. Paragraph 352, woven fabries——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments to
paragraph 352 have been agreed to. Without objection, the
paragraph as amended is agreed to. The Secretary will state
the next paragraph passed over.

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 353.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendment to para-
graph 353 was agreed to on the first reading of the bill. Is
there objection to agreeing to the paragraph as amended? The
Chair hears none. The paragraph as amended is agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, before paragraph 355 is
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adopted, I offer an amendment on behalf of the committee as a
substitute for that paragraph. 3

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraphs 354 and 355 were both
stricken out.

Mr. ALDRICH. T ask to reconsider the vote by which para-
graphs 354 and 355 were stricken out; and I move to insert the
substitute which 1 send to the desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not necessary to reconsider.
The Senator may simply move to insert.

Mr. ALDRICH. I call the attention of the Senator from
Vermont to this amendment, as I think he is interested in it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island
offers a new paragraph, to be known as paragraph 354, which
will be stated.

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to insert in the bill, on page
124, a new paragraph, to be known as paragraph 354, as fol-
lows:

354. Istle or tampico, or mixtures thereof with other vegetable or

animal fibers, when dressed, dyed, combed, treated, or manufactured in
any manner, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That completes the paragraphs of
Schedule J.

Mr. ALDRICH.
dries.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of
the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate now take up
the congideration of Schedule N? The Chair hears none,

Mr. ALDRICH. It begins on page 167.

Mr. BACON., Am I to understand that the woolen schedule
has been passed?

Mr. ALDRICH. Passed over. ;

Mr. BACON. DPassed over. Very well.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the first
amendment passed over in Schedule N.

The SecrETARY. Page 167, Schedule N—Sundries. The first
paragraph passed over is paragraph 419, brushes, brooms, and
feather dusters of all kinds, and hair penecils in quills or other-
wise, 40 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRRICH. In paragraph 417 the committee have an
amendment, after the word * beads,” to insert the words * and
gpangles.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 417, on page 167, line 20, after
the word “ beads,” it is proposed to insert * and spangles.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 21, I submit a verbal amenYiment to
gtrike out the words * 35 per cent ad valorem.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreTary. On page 167, line 21, paragraph 417, it is
proposed to strike out the words “ 35 per cent ad valorem ” and
the semicolon.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. BACON.

I ask now that we go to Schedule N—Sun-

Mr. President, I do not understand the amend-

ment. The Senator moves to strike out the words “ 35 per cent
ad valorem.”
Mr. LODGE. The amendment is to prevent a repetition.

Those words are repeated. It does not affect the rate.

Mr. BACON. Very well.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Georgia will look at
the paragraph, he will see that that is a duplication.

Mr. BACON, T did not understand that the striking out was
due to the fact that there was a duplication of language.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in paragraph 418, in line 10, I
desire to offer an amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 418 was agreed to. In
the absence of objection, the paragraph will be considered as
open to amendment.

Mr. LODGE. I have an amendment to offer to that para-
graph. In line 10, after the word * rattan,” I move to insert
the words “ real horsehair.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 168, paragraph 418, line 10, after
the word “ rattan ™ and the comma, it is proposed to insert the
words “ real horsehair.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
is agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, before that is done, I will
say that the Senator from Montana has some amendments to
this paragraph, and the Senator from Indiana desires to have
it go over.

Mr. KEAN. What paragraph is that?

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 419. I ask that it be passed
over.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 419
will again be passed over.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to ask the chairman of the com-
mittee to explain the effect of the amendment in paragraph 418,
which strikes out the words “if bleached, dyed, colored, or
stained, 20 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. ALDRICH. What line is that?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Line 13.

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator will look at paragraph 455, he
will see it is covered by that.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not know whether it is the intention
of the committee to make this braid dutiable at 35 per cent,
the same duty as hats.

Mr, KEAN. If the Senator will look at paragraph 455, he
will gee it is covered there.

Mr. DOLLIVER. To leave it dutiable at the same rate as
thg finished produet, it seems to me a little out of the usunal
order.

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think the Senator is mistaken about
that. I think the first part of the paragraph applies to what he
is talking about, at 15 per cent.

Mr. DOLLIVER. That applies to the material not bleached
or dyed. You struck out the other. It would seem to leave
that material dutiable at the same rate as hats. Braids, if not
colored, are dutiable at 15 per cent. The words that were
stricken out made them dutiable, if bleached or dyed, at 20 per
cent; and the hats into which they are finally formed are made
dutiable by the next clause, at 35 per cent. It struck me that it
might be a bad thing to have the colored braid dutiable at the
same rate as the finished product.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the language as it was before these
words were stricken out accomplished the same purpose. It
provided for hats, bonnets, and hoods composed of straw, whether
wholly or partly manufactured. I think that covers the sug-
gestion made by the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; I think that would not apply to such
braids. The Dingley law provided a special bracket for dyed
and colored braids. I do not see why it should be omitted.

Mr. SMOOT. It carries now only 15 per cent instead of 20.

Mr. DOLLIVER. But that bracket distinetly deseribes braids
not colored.

Mr. ALDRICH. T will ask that the amendment be disagreed
to. I have no objection to a reconsideration of the motion by
which the amendment was agreed to, and to having the amend-
ment disagreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that the Sen-
ator's face was turned away from the Chair, and the Chair
could not understand what was said.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in reference to the amendment in para-
graph 418, lines 13 and 14. I ask that the vote by which the
amendment was agreed to be reconsidered and that the amend-
ment be disagreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from IRhode Island? The Chair hears none,
Does the Senator from Rhode Island ask that the paragraph be
passed over?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I ask that it be agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph
is agreed to. Paragraph 419 is passed over. The Secretary will
report the next paragraph passed over.

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 424, page 170, coal.

Mr. BURTON. I ask that the paragraph be passed over. It
is a highly important paragraph.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none. The Secretary will report the next paragraph
passed over.

The SEcRETARY. Paragraph 427, at the bottom of page 171.

Mr. FLINT. In paragraph 423, line 6, on page 170, a‘er the
word “gross,” I move to insert * snap fasteners, or clusps, or
parts thereof, by whatever name known, 50 per cent ad valorem.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 422 was stricken out by vote of
the Senate. The committee have a suggested substitute for that,
in reference to button forms, and I call the attention of the

Without objection, paragraph 419

_ | Senator from New York to the amendment.
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The SEcReTARY. Insert in the bill a new paragraph, to be
known as 422, as follows:

Button forms or covers for buttons, of whatever material composed,
not exceeding 3 inches in any one dimension and fit only for buttons,
10 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph passed over
.will be stated.

The SEcCRETARY. Paragraph 427, where the committee propose
to strike out the paragraph in the bill and to insert a new para-
graph, as follows:

427. Dolls, and parts of dolls, doll heads, toy marbles of whatever
materials composed, and all other toys, and parts of toys, not composed
of china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen or stone ware, and not spe-
clally provided. for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to go back for a moment to
paragraph 418, I move to strike out the words “not bleached,
dyed, colored, or stained,” in line 12, and leave all these braids,
whether colored or stained or not, at 15 per cent ad valorem
instead of 20,

The SEcReTARY. On page 168, line 12, strike out the words
“not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. And also strike out the words which were
inserted a few moments ago by the Senate.

The SECRETARY. Agree to the amendment in lines 13 and 14,
striking out certain words.

Mr. ALDRICH. So that it will read——

The SecreTaRY. All these articles “suitable for making or
ornamenting hats, bonnets, or hoods, 15 per cent ad valorem,”
without reference to whether they are colored or not.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mryr. President, I could not understand that
statement.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will again state the
amendment.

The SECRETARY. On page 168, paragraph 418, line 12, sirike
ont the words “not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained,” and
the commsa, and in lines 13 and 14 agree to the amendment,
striking out certain words, as follows: “if bleached, dyed, col-
ored, or stained, 20 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. CULLOM. Reducing it to 15 per cent on all of them.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next
paragraph passed over.

Mr. CULBERSON. Was paragraph 424 passed over?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it was.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was. The next
passed over will be stated.

The SecreTArY. Paragraph 420. Fireerackers of all kinds.

Mr. OLIVER. I wish to ask what was done with 428,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Four hundred and twenty-eight
was agreed to on the first reading; it was not passed over.

Mr. ROOT. I have an amendment to 428 which was re-
ferred to the committee. I do not know whether the commit-
tee have considered it.

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think the committee are not yet will-
ing to adopt the amendment, but we will consider it.

Mr. ROOT. This paragraph is still open to amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Keax in the chair),
Secretary will report the next paragraph passed over.

paragraph

The

The SEcRETARY. Paragraph 420, The committee proposes to

strike out the paragraph and to insert a new paragraph, as
follows:

429. Fire crackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound; bombs, rockets,
Roman candles, and fireworks of all descriptions, not speelally provided
for in this section, 12 cents per pound; the weight on all the foregoing
to include all coverings, wrappings, and packing material.

Mr. BACON. That raises the rate of the House, as I under-
stand.

Mr. ALDRICH. It does on certain classes of fireworks,

Mr. LODGE. The higher classes.

Mr. ALDRICH. The higher classes.

Mr. BACON. I suppose there is a reason for it.

Mr. ALDRICH. A revenue reason.

Mr. BACON. Revenue?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; to increase the revenue.

Mr. BACON. I have not time to refer to the tables the com-
mittee has furnished us. I notice there is still a difference in
the rate on the different classes of fireworks. I suppose the com-
mittee has, of course, been guided by some reason why that dif-
ference should be made. I should like to know what it is.

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee thought this a good subject
for revenue. It is mot a necessity in any part of the country
that we know of, and we thought there could not be a better
article upon which to raise some additional revenue.

Mr. BACON. I appreciate that reason very strongly, but
the Senator did not answer the question which I propounded—
that was, why there is a difference in the different classes of
fireworks, one class being 8 cents and the other 12 cents.

Mr. ALDRICH. We have put the bombs and rockets and
the higher class goods, which are much more expensive than
firecrackers, at a higher rate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 433, i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that
433 was agreed to on the first reading, then it was afterwards
passed over.

Mr. CUMMINS. What is the paragraph?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Four hundred and thirty-three.

Mr. CUMMINS. I have an amendment I desire to offer to
the paragraph. I called the attention of the committee to it.
I understood it was agreeable to the committee. The amend-
ment I ask is that, after the word “ cartridges,” in line 19, there
be added the words “and cartridge shells, empty.”

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no objection to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the motion
by which the amendment was agreed to is reconsidered, and the
question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Sen-
ator from Iowa.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. CUMMINS. And there should also be stricken out the
word “and,” before the word “cartridges,” in order to make
the paragraph read as it should.

‘b T&Je PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that will
e done.

Mr. BULKELEY. The amendment has been adopted, I sup-
pose. I wish to suggest that the paragraph go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut
asks that paragraph 433 go over. Is there objection?

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That paragraph 433 go over.

Mr. CUMMINS. As I understand, the amendment I offered
has been adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands,

Mr. ALDRICH. Is th